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APrIL 23
Alumni evening in Spokane
With Associate Dean and Jeffrey & Susan Brotman  
        Professor of Law Peter nicolas
5:30–7:00 p.m., Davenport Hotel, Spokane
APrIL 30
Installation of Anita ramasastry as the D. Wayne  
        and Anne e. Gittinger Professor of Law
Lecture: the Quest for Global financial Integrity:     
        Stopping the Illicit financial flows of terrorists, tax 
        Dodgers, and Kleptocrats
4:00 p.m., room 138, William H. Gates Hall
mAy 1–2 
CLe Program
16th Annual nW Dispute resolution Conference
may 1: 1:00–5:15 p.m.
may 2: 8:30 a.m.–4:15 p.m., William H. Gates Hall
mAy 7 
Annual Alumni recognition Banquet
6:30–9:30 p.m., Grand Hyatt Hotel, Seattle
mAy 14
Installation of Veronica taylor as the Dan fenno   
        Henderson Professor of Asian Law
Lecture: Lawyers, Guns, and money: the Perils of  
        remaking Other People’s Legal Systems
4:00 p.m., room 138, William H. Gates Hall
mAy 27
CLe Program
Washington’s Controversial Death with Dignity   
        Law: Health and Legal Issues every Person  
        Should Know
7:30–9:00 a.m., Grand Hyatt Hotel, Seattle
mAy 28 – 29
CLe Program
three Degrees:  A Conference examining the Law   
        of Climate Change and Human rights
8:30 a.m.–5:00 p.m., William H. Gates Hall
JULy 16 – 31
CLe Program
2009 CASrIP Summer Institute
8:30 a.m.–3:30 p.m., William H. Gates Hall
JULy 24–25
CLe Program
CASrIP High technology Protection Summit
July 24: 8:30 a.m.–5:30 p.m.
July 25: 8:45–11:15 a.m. 
William H. Gates Hall
SePtemBer 4–21
transnational Law and Practice Institute
8:30 a.m. – 3:30 p.m., William H. Gates Hall
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for more information on events, registration, and 
additions to the CLe schedule, visit our website: 
http://www.law.washington.edu/alumni
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frOm tHe ArCHIVeS
ALUmnI
Gregory A. Hicks
Interim Dean, UW School of Law
meSSAGe frOm tHe DeAn
One could only watch with pride and wonder the conclusion of the 
presidential election and the orderly transition of government from one 
party to another. The United States has withstood the challenges of civil 
and world wars, domestic and external terrorism, and the assassination of presidents. Each time, the government 
remained intact, largely because of our commitment to the principles and established processes laid out in the 
Constitution, Bill of Rights, and subsequent amendments. 
In this issue of UW Law, we profile alumni who are actively involved in how legal rights are established,  
sustained, and, in many cases, enhanced through judicial challenges or legislative action: Cristóbal Joshua 
Alex ’01, program officer of the Democracy and Power Fund at the Open Society Institute; Judy Bendich ’75, 
member of the board of the American Civil Liberties Union; former Washington State Supreme Court Justice 
Robert Utter ’54, who began a new career teaching rule of law to jurists from former Soviet republics, Iraq, 
and Eastern European nations; Karen Hanrahan ’00, a human rights lawyer who recently returned from Iraq 
and Afghanistan; Larry Repeta ’79, professor at Tokyo’s Omiya School of Law and member of the Japanese Civil 
Liberties Union; Andrey Sawchenko ‘01, who is working at the International Justice Mission in the Philippines to 
improve that nation’s capacity to address human trafficking; and Hendrianto Ph.D. ’08, Indonesian scholar of the 
Indonesian Constitutional Court. They remind us that challenges brought to expand civil rights and liberties can 
and do succeed in systems based on the rule of law. 
As we look forward to the next academic year, we will be facing significant challenges as the state addresses its fis-
cal crisis. I am confident, however, that we will have the support necessary to provide the most intellectually stimu-
lating environment for students and faculty alike. The generous support and advocacy of our alumni and many 
friends have made our successes possible, and we trust that we can count on that loyalty and energy in the future.
                                                                     
from the dean   
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JOHnSOn tOrIBIOnG eLeCteD  
PreSIDent Of PALAU
03
news  
On January 15, 2009, Johnson Toribiong ’72, LL.M. ’73, 
was sworn in as President of the Republic of Palau. A 
prominent attorney in this democratic nation of about 
20,000 people, he had been a public defender, member  
of the legislature, and ambassador to the Republic of  
China - Taiwan.  
Located southeast of the Philippines, the Republic of 
Palau, which has 16 states, consists of 8 main islands and 
more than 250 islets. Successively dominated by Spanish, 
German, and Japanese rule, Palau became part of the 
U.N. Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands administered 
by the United States after World War II. Palau gained 
independence and joined the United Nations in 1994. 
The country depends on the United States for economic 
assistance and defense under a Compact of Free Association, 
which presently runs through 2009.
Toribiong served as vice president of the Palau 
Constitutional Convention and was elected to the first Palau 
Congress in 1981. That same year, he founded the firm 
Toribiong and Coughlin with law school classmate Denis 
Coughlin ’72 (deceased). He later presided over the Second 
Palau Constitutional Convention in 2005.  
Toribiong plans to diversify Palau’s economic base, 
which relies primarily on tourism, and develop Palau’s 
natural resources, including oil and natural gas. He has 
advocated for increased foreign investment, a balanced 
budget, and self-sufficiency. U.S. assistance was $23.7 
million in 2006.   
The UW School 
of Law is offering 
a new graduate 
degree program in health law beginning in September 2009. 
The Health Law LL.M. (a master of laws degree) builds on 
the academic prowess and collaborative environment of UW 
programs and private and nonprofit organizations committed 
to improving health and access to health care around the world.
“Health law is a dynamic, growing area,” said program 
director and UW law professor Patricia Kuszler. “By harnessing 
the strengths of our internationally recognized schools of law, 
medicine, public health, and public policy, the UW is leading 
the way in this specialized area of legal practice.”
The law school’s newest graduate degree program is built on 
longstanding, multidisciplinary, cross-campus collaborations. 
The curriculum includes courses in public health law; health 
and human rights law; health care finance; legal, ethical, 
and social issues in public health genetics; domestic and 
international research ethics, law, and policy; genomics and 
biotechnology; global health and justice; and specific areas 
of health law and policy (e.g. disability law, mental health, 
chronic illness). Concentration tracks are offered in U.S. health 
law and policy, global health and justice, and genomics and 
biotechnology. Full-time students can expect to complete the 
course of study within one nine-month academic year.
The Health Law LL.M. is administered by the law school’s 
Center for Law in Science and Global Health, which oversees 
the J.D. concentration track in health law and the Global 
Health and Justice Project. 
Deadline for applications for domestic students is June 1. 
For more information, visit the program website:  
www.law.washington.edu/HealthLaw.
IntrODUCInG tHe LL.m. 
In HeALtH LAW
the swearing-in ceremony (l to r): Chief Justice Arthur ngiraklsong, Hila 
Asanuma of the ministry of State, President Johnson toribiong, and Valeria 
toribiong.  Photo courtesy of Palau Horizon.
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InDOneSIAn meDICAL InStrUCtOrS StUDy 
BIOetHICS WItH HeALtH LAW teAm
Drs. Yoni F. Syukriani and Pirlina Umiastuti are 
the first two Indonesian doctors to study bioethics 
at the School of Law, thanks to a federally funded 
International Biomedical Research Ethics Fellowship. 
Their goals are to improve bioethics training in medical 
schools in Indonesia and improve standards for ethical 
review of research, such as human drug testing. When 
they complete their studies in June, they will receive a 
Certificate in International Bioethics, Social Justice  
and Health.
In addition to their medical degrees, Syukriani, 
who teaches in the School of Medicine at Universitas 
Padjadjaran, has advanced degrees in genetics, 
molecular biology, and biochemistry, and Umiastuti, 
who teaches in the School of Medicine at Airlangga 
University, has an advanced degree in public health 
as well as post-graduate work in population and 
sustainable development. 
Beth Rivin, research associate professor of law and 
director of the Global Health and Justice Project, 
and Patricia Kuszler, Charles I. Stone Professor of 
Law and director of the LL.M. program in health law, 
collaborated with colleagues in the Department 
of Bioethics and Humanities, School of Medicine,  
to create this law school program. Their goals are 
to increase the capacity of Indonesian medical 
professionals to teach bioethics and develop 
improved ethical review boards for research in 
Indonesia. With funding from the Fogarty Center of 
the National Institutes of Health, the program began 
last September.
 “People in countries like Indonesia often have 
minimal or no exposure to medical treatments 
and therapies,” Rivin said. “This makes them good 
subjects for clinical drug trials, but there must be 
safeguards in place.”
Rivin, who is a medical doctor and holds a master’s 
degree in public health, has worked in Indonesia for 10 
years. The country currently does not have the capacity 
and infrastructure to review all the research, which 
could lead to abuse. The Indonesian medical doctors 
will use their training in bioethics to increase the 
capacity of local Indonesian medical professionals and 
local review boards to protect participants in research 
studies.
“We are essentially training the trainers,” she 
noted. “These professional women are learning 
about the Western approach and the international 
standards in bioethics. They can then adapt this 
information within their social and cultural context.” 
Umiastuti appreciates the participatory nature of 
UW teaching methods and is involved in bioethics 
practicums, review committees, research ethics 
review rounds, case discussions, review of research 
protocols, and other professional activities related 
to bioethics.
For Syukriani, experiencing “how open-minded your 
people are” has left a lasting impression.
“That is one of the things we have to strive for 
in Indonesia,” she said, “especially in our research 
community and in our faculty of medicine.”
The International Biomedical Research Ethics 
Fellowship benefits not only the Indonesian professors 
but the University as well. 
“Their ideas and their perspectives only enrich 
how we understand the world and how bioethics 
and research ethics are applied in different social and 
cultural contexts,” Rivin emphasized. “We can then 
do a better job in helping them become better teachers 
of bioethics and better advocates for ethical research 
standards, especially for vulnerable populations in  
their country.”
(l to r) Beth rivin with Pirlina Umiastuti and yoni Syukriani and health 
law faculty Sallie Sanford and Pat Kuszler.
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UW School of Law Professor Eric Schnapper returned to 
Washington, DC, this past year to address workplace issues 
before the Supreme Court. In Crawford v. Metro Nashville, 
he argued for the plaintiff, Vicky Crawford, who had 
worked for Metro Nashville Public Schools for 30 years 
before being fired in 2002.  
  Crawford was one of three administrative employees at 
Metro who told investigators they had been subjected 
to sexual harassment by the employee relations director 
for the school district. Crawford had not initiated the 
probe, but she gave details of behavior by the director 
when interviewed. Not long afterward, Crawford and the 
other two employees who had spoken out were accused of 
various misdeeds and fired.  
Crawford sued, claiming she had been retaliated 
against for what she said in her interview. On October 
8, Schnapper argued that employees cooperating 
with an internal investigation are subject to the 
protections of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act. That 
measure forbids employers from persecuting workplace 
whistleblowers.
All nine justices agreed with Schnapper, and the case 
set precedents in workplace harassment federal laws. 
This spring, Schnapper heads back to the Supreme 
Court to argue an age discrimination case, Gross v. FBL 
Financial Services. Gross, an employee of FBL Financial 
Group who filed suit under the Age Discrimination 
in Employment Act, alleges that he had been demoted 
because of his age.
Schnapper has handled more than 70 Supreme  
Court cases.
Photo by Leah Jones.
SCHnAPPer WInS One, AWAItS DeCISIOn  
In AnOtHer At tHe SUPreme COUrt
Harvard 
Professor 
Henry Louis 
Gates Jr., 
a leading 
authority 
on African 
American 
history and 
culture, came to Seattle for events honoring Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr.  He met with UW students, faculty, and 
staff at the law school after giving a keynote address at a 
King County Bar Association luncheon.
  In an informal gathering peppered with personal 
anecdotes and filled as much with humor as insight, 
Gates discussed race relations in the United States, 
including describing the historic record of Abraham 
Lincoln’s views on African Americans. 
“Lincoln was opposed to slavery on moral grounds, but 
it was really an opposition rooted in natural rights,” Gates 
noted. “Abolition was a part of his moral compass, but 
equality was not…The Lincoln that we were raised on was a 
myth… He was an early ardent, passionate foe of slavery but 
not an ardent passionate friend of black people.”
   Gates, the first African American to be awarded 
an Andrew W. Mellon Foundation Fellowship and a 
recipient of a MacArthur Foundation Genius Grant, 
directs the W.E.B. Du Bois Institute for African & African 
American Research at Harvard University. 
LAW SCHOOL HOStS
Henry LOUIS GAteS Jr.
to view the Q & A session with Henry Louis Gates Jr. 
visit our multimedia gallery:  
http://www.law.washington.edu/news/multimedia
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UW COnneCtIOnS extenD 
tO CAmerOOn
In 1979, Richard Johannsen ’82 was a first-year law 
student and Steve Fox was a teaching assistant in 
the Basic Legal Studies course. Fox, a former Peace 
Corps volunteer and judicial clerk, joined the Foreign 
Service immediately after his year at the law school. 
Johannsen went on to become a partner in Perkins 
Coie, working mainly out of its Anchorage office, 
before entering the ranks of the diplomatic corps 
in 1995. Twenty-eight years after they first passed 
each other in the corridors of Condon Hall, they were 
working side by side in the United States embassy in 
Yaounde, Cameroon. 
Fox, the career diplomat, and Johannsen, who 
changed careers in midlife, have much in common 
beyond their connection to the UW: a deep 
commitment to democratic principles and ideals; the 
ability to move easily from one country to another 
every few years, learn a new language, and adapt to 
a new culture; and the analytic skills necessary to be 
successful diplomats. They put their legal educations 
to use each day.
After French Cameroun became independent in 1960 
and merged with the southern part of British Cameroons 
in 1961, the Republic of Cameroon was born as a 
democracy largely based on the French civil law system.
“It is difficult for Americans to grasp the very wide 
differences between a federalist republic and one which is 
highly centralized,” said Johannsen, public affairs officer 
at the embassy, who spent time in France and the former 
French colony of Burkina Faso. “In the U.S., we have 
separation of powers between the branches of government, 
and local authorities have significant control. Here, 
everything comes down from the top with the president 
making most decisions.”
The police and army report to government ministries 
as do educators and healthcare workers. Major 
newspapers and television stations are under state 
control. The president appoints judges, provincial 
governors, and members of city councils. President 
Biya has ruled Cameroon for 26 years.
“One of the big parts of our mission here is to help 
the government and the public move towards further 
democratization,” Johannsen went on, “not necessarily the 
way we do it, but in a way that will work best for them.”
Moving towards greater democracy is challenging 
in a country where corruption is rampant and human 
trafficking is a major concern. Within the past year, 
the embassy held a four-day seminar, “Legal Aspects of 
Combating Corruption,” to draw attention to the need to 
fight corruption throughout the public sector. To improve 
government efficiency and accountability, the embassy 
is helping with fiscal reform, technology improvements, 
and recovery of stolen funds.  In December, Johannsen 
conducted a workshop designed to introduce human rights 
education into secondary schools. 
“Human rights go hand in hand with democracy and 
democratic institutions,” Fox said. “We are meeting 
with government officials at all levels to develop 
goals and recommendations. There are great logistical 
constraints in this country where borders exist only as 
lines on maps. There is no border control.”
As deputy chief of mission, Fox, who has had ten 
different overseas assignments, including posts 
in Baghdad and New Delhi, is in charge when 
Ambassador Janet Garvey is out of the country. 
With increasing unrest in neighboring states, Fox is 
coordinating an embassy-wide effort to update its 
crisis response to protect the thousands of Americans 
working throughout Cameroon. 
“Of the six countries Cameroon borders, two have active 
domestic insurrections [Chad and the Central African 
Republic], one [Chad] has a shooting war with a neighbor, 
and all, including Cameroon, have significant risk of domestic 
political strife,” he explained. “Our plan has to anticipate 
how we would respond to everything from riots to a volcanic 
eruption. Cameroon has seen both in the past decade.”
As generalists, Fox and Johannsen spend only a 
few years in any one country. Negotiating, resolving 
disputes, writing and reviewing contracts, preparing 
briefs in support of their positions—the usual fare of 
lawyers—are all within their portfolios.
“There are a lot of challenges in countries like 
Cameroon,” Johannsen said. “Our job is to encourage 
governments to take on those challenges.” 
 (l to r) richard Johannsen and Steve fox at the U.S. embassy in Cameroon.
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Despite the serious state of the economy, the School of Law 
is committed to protecting our capacities in teaching and 
scholarship. As we prepare today for significant budget 
impacts, we are mindful of the importance of looking ahead 
and making the necessary strategic investments for the  
long term.
  Already, many alumni and friends have provided 
resources so that we can sustain our level of 
excellence. We are grateful to those who have 
partnered with us this fiscal year, particularly in light of 
the economy that is affecting so many of you.  
   This year, we are reaching out to our alumni and the legal 
community in new ways. We’ve expanded the Law Firm 
Annual Challenge (LFAC), and continue to breed successes 
by engaging our many alumni and their firms within 
Washington.  Working with volunteers led by Greg Adams 
’77, Judy Bendich ’75, Greg Gorder ’85, Bruce Robertson 
’77, Don Theophilus ’89, Allen Israel ’78, Mike Wampold 
’96, and Arley Harrel ’73, we are visiting with over 30 firms 
including those in Wenatchee, Tacoma, and Spokane. Our 
fiscal challenges have stimulated alumni giving and volunteer 
spirit. Thank you to all our participating firms, their firm 
representatives, and LFAC volunteers.  
Generating student scholarships remains a priority. 
Over 28% of our student body receives some 
scholarship aid, and we expect the need to increase. 
Although we have come out of an extraordinarily 
successful capital campaign, access to a legal education 
is an important part of who we are as an institution. 
Support for our students must be unwavering even 
in difficult economic times. With your help, we can 
continue to provide scholarships through a robust 
scholarship endowment.
The law school is hopeful about its future. As Norm 
Maleng ’66, my friend, our alumnus, and a champion for 
public service, often said, “Hope springs eternal.” This fall 
brought about much change in our nation and our economy. 
This spring, I am grateful to have our alumni and friends as 
partners in all that we do.
fUnDrAISInG UPDAte 
StePHAnIe COx, ASSIStAnt DeAn fOr ADVAnCement
news  
Entering into the Order of the Coif is the highest 
academic honor for graduating law students. New 
inductees came together last November for the 
ceremony and celebration in recognition of their hard 
work and academic achievement. 
The American Order of the Coif was founded in 1902. 
To enter into the ranks of this prestigious organization, 
students must graduate in the upper ten percent of their 
class, be a faculty member of the member school, or be 
elected as an honorary initiate. Garvey Schubert Barer 
Visiting Professor of Asian Law Lawrence Repeta ’79, who 
teaches at Omiya Law School in Japan and is a director 
of the Japan Civil Liberties Union, was elected by the law 
school faculty 
as this year’s 
honorary 
initiate. 
Craig Allen, 
Judson Falknor 
Professor of Law and president of the Washington Chapter 
of the Order of the Coif, officiated at the ceremony. 
Faculty, family, and friends joined the initiates, who came 
from throughout the nation to receive their honors.  
Photos of the initiates and attendees are in the photo 
gallery on page 40.
SIxteen InDUCteD IntO 
OrDer Of tHe COIf
Order of the Coif Honorary Initiate Larry 
repeta (l) with Craig Allen.
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OPen SOCIety InStItUte
Alex
“I ALWAyS KneW I WAnteD tO DO CIVIL 
rIGHtS WOrK,” CrIStóBAL JOSHUA ALex 
’01 SAID frOm HIS OffICe In DOWntOWn 
mAnHAttAn. tODAy, JUSt SeVen yeArS 
SInCe GrADUAtIOn, ALex IS A PrOGrAm 
OffICer Of tHe DemOCrACy AnD POWer 
fUnD, A neW PrOGrAm Of tHe OPen 
SOCIety InStItUte. HIS JOB IS tO enGAGe 
In StrAteGy DeVeLOPment AnD OVerSee 
GrAntS tO GrOUPS tHAt exPAnD CIVIC 
enGAGement AnD nOnPArtISAn VOter 
PArtICIPAtIOn AnD PrOmOte POLICIeS 
tO ADVAnCe SOCIAL CHAnGe.
recruited by Assistant Dean Sandra madrid and former 
Washington Supreme Court Justice C.Z. Smith ’55, Alex 
came to the law school after organizing farmworkers in 
texas and volunteering for the national Commission for 
Democracy in mexico as well as Planned Parenthood. He 
focused on civil rights issues as a law student, was SBA 
president, and organized a successful $40 million legislative 
campaign to fund farmworker housing. After graduation,  
he accepted a clerkship with Judge William Baker ’65 on 
the state Court of Appeals and was soon immersed in cases 
involving police misconduct and warrantless searches. One 
of the first cases on the appeals court docket was Ealy v. 
City of Seattle.
Ophelia ealy brought a wrongful death lawsuit against 
the City of Seattle after her son was killed by city police of-
ficers. the city countersued her for malicious prosecution. 
the trial court ruled in favor of the police on the wrongful 
death issue and in favor of ealy on the malicious pros-
ecution counterclaim. In his role as clerk, Alex prepared 
materials for Judge Baker and listened to the arguments. 
He was disappointed that the appeals court did not address 
the constitutionality of the malicious prosecution coun-
terclaim component of the appeal. Alex believed that the 
counterclaim, unique to Washington state, had the effect 
of dissuading people from bringing meritorious civil rights 
claims and chilling free speech. It wasn’t long after when, as a 
lawyer for macDonald Hoague & Bayless, he had the chance 
to successfully argue that issue. 
“from the day I arrived at the law firm, I was involved in a 
major civil rights lawsuit,” Alex recalled. “I was part of a team 
08
cristóbal joshua
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representing women who ran daycare centers in mattawa, 
a small town in eastern Washington with a sizable Latino 
population. they had been raided by a state agency, and 
records were seized without warrants. the agents from the 
state were accompanied by federal InS agents who posed 
as interpreters and didn’t even speak Spanish. these women 
were targeted and intimidated simply because of the color of 
their skin and immigrant status.”  
the case involved intense litigation, with more than 500 
filings in federal court. the defendants brought malicious 
prosecution counterclaims against the plaintiffs, and this time, 
Alex was able to convince a federal court that the statute was 
unconstitutional. the class action suit and money damages 
components were settled just last year. A discrimination suit 
against town officials is still going forward.
In Morgan v. Morgensen, Alex represented a prisoner, Steven 
morgan, who was forced to work on a defective piece of ma-
chinery in the prison print shop. He lost his thumb as a result 
and brought a lawsuit against his prison supervisor.
“Prisoners are one of the groups in our society that have the 
fewest rights and the hardest time because they lack many of 
the protections that people on the outside have,” Alex noted.  
Alex successfully argued that, under the eighth Amend-
ment’s “cruel and unusual punishments” clause, prisoners 
cannot be required to work in unsafe conditions.
In addition to a heavy caseload, Alex found time to help 
establish the farm Worker Justice Project, the Latino Political 
Action Committee, and the Pathways to Law program, which 
pairs community college students of color with lawyers of 
color, a first of its kind in the nation. He also was the young-
est president of the Latino/a Bar Association of Washington. 
When an opportunity arose to join the national Campaign to 
restore Civil rights in 2006, Alex set off for new york City.  
the Campaign is a nonpartisan coalition of more than 100 
advocacy groups, policy institutes, law schools, and numer-
ous individuals involved in civil rights issues. for the past two 
years, Alex worked with members of Congress to clarify 
legislation and reverse the impacts of recent Supreme Court 
decisions. In the area of employment, for example, in a suit 
brought against a private company, the Court disallowed 
damages to a woman who had been discriminated against 
because of her gender. the denial was based on a procedural 
element: the filing of the claim was not done within 180 days 
of the start of her employment, despite the fact that she did 
not learn of the discrimination until after she had been at the 
company for more than 19 years. thanks to the Campaign 
and its coalition members, that case, involving Lilly Ledbet-
ter, has already been addressed by federal legislation and was 
signed into law by President Barack Obama in January. 
In another case, the Supreme Court found that state agen-
cies were exempt from paying damages to employees who 
were found to have been discriminated against because of 
age or disability. the Campaign plans to address this decision 
through legislation that will restore to all workers the right to 
go to court to seek compensation for unfair labor practices. 
With the election of President Obama, Alex is concerned 
that people may believe that the civil rights case for racial 
equality has been won. not so, he maintains.
“We must continue to look at the disparate impacts of laws 
and government actions,” he said recently. “Our schools are 
now more segregated than at any time since the 1960s. A dis-
proportionate number of people of color are incarcerated.” 
Until the 2001 Supreme Court decision in Alexander v. 
Sandoval, civil rights groups and individuals had used disparate 
impact as a means to address rights violations under title VI of 
the Civil rights Act of 1964. In Sandoval, the Court ruled that 
individuals had to prove that discrimination was intentional, 
not just that an action had a discriminatory impact on the basis 
of race or ethnicity. Before Sandoval, communities with large 
numbers of minorities could, for example, stop environmen-
tally hazardous developments, like sewage plants or toxic 
waste sites, if they could show that they bore a disproportion-
ate share of negative impacts. 
“the Sandoval case took away one of our key weapons be-
cause intentional discrimination is almost impossible to prove 
in a court of law, even when it exists,” Alex noted.
Joining the Open Society Institute in february, Alex now 
has the opportunity to expand the work of the Campaign by 
supporting organizations that increase access to democracy. 
As a program officer of the institute’s newly created Democ-
racy and Power fund, Alex works directly with organiza-
tions to expand their capacity to advocate for social justice, 
particularly in the areas of civil rights and structural racism, 
economic opportunity, and immigrant justice. the main thrust 
is on educating, mobilizing, and developing leadership among 
youth, immigrants, and people of color. Voter registration is a 
key component underlying all of this work.
“the fund is designed to bring people and communities who 
do not currently have power into the political process,” Alex 
said. “Only then can we create a sustainable effort to address 
threats to democracy and create an open society. that’s our 
ultimate goal and the real promise of America.”
Photos by Claire Holt.
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AmerICAn CIVIL LIBertIeS UnIOn
      In my lifetime, where we have come from—from being 
in a country where you still hanged people on the    
     basis of their color and denied them the opportunity to sit 
down and eat some food or have a hotel room or ride on  
     a bus—to where we are today is monumental. You always 
have to keep that in mind. We have a Bill of Rights,  
     and the ACLU will continue to be the watchdog and guard-
ian of the freedoms we cherish.”
“
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I StILL rememBer DrInKInG fOUntAInS 
WHen I WAS A CHILD tHAt SAID fOr 
WHIteS OnLy,” JUDy BenDICH’75  
reCALLeD. “I GreW UP In BALtImOre,  
A SeGreGAteD CIty, AnD I WAS ACUteLy 
AWAre Of tHAt.” 
Bendich, a member of the ACLU for more than forty years 
and currently on its national board, grew up in a family that 
was actively engaged in the civil rights struggles of the late 
1950s and 1960s. She remembers vividly the mcCarthy era 
and persecution based on alleged associations, the abuse by 
the House Un-American Committee, civil rights demonstra-
tions, and the rise of the women’s movement. In 1965, mar-
ried and a graduate of the University of maryland, she came to 
Seattle and landed a job with the phone company. She left two 
years later.  
“I wrote them a letter stating I would never come back 
because of their sex discrimination,” she said. “I was 23 at  
the time.”
After a brief period in michigan, Bendich and her husband 
returned to the Pacific northwest where he joined the UW 
faculty and she entered law school. As the nation was caught 
in the throes of the Vietnam War, the fervor of the women’s 
movement, and the aftermath of the 1964 Civil rights Act, 
Bendich found herself in a law class of 38 women, up from 
just 10 women in the previous two years, and a participant in 
a student strike to support affirmative action. 
With the same commitment to further equal rights that led 
her to write that letter to the phone company, Bendich used 
her legal education to promote justice for those unable to do 
so themselves. During the summer after her first year in law 
school, she wrote in a brief that it was cruel and unusual to 
incarcerate children from dysfunctional families, like children 
who had run away from home. the court agreed. Instead 
of being kept in detention facilities, these children, who had 
committed no crime, would now find places in group homes 
or foster care. In her second year, she assisted people in jail 
who had been improperly sentenced. In her third year, she 
worked for the Washington chapter of the ACLU on an issue 
that still makes headlines.
“the ACLU was involved in a case where, in a decree of 
dissolution of marriage, a lesbian mother was not allowed 
to have her children in her care if her partner slept over,” 
Bendich said. “ACLU represented the woman, and the 
injunction was lifted.”
Immediately after law school, Bendich and two of her 
classmates, David Stobaugh ’75 and Stephen Strong ’75, 
opened their own law firm. Stobaugh had worked at the 
ACLU as an intern and in the housing section of the Legal 
Services Corporation; Strong had experience at a private 
labor law firm. Bendich, Stobaugh & Strong initially took 
some cases under the Criminal Justice Act to handle ap-
peals in criminal cases before the federal ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals. they represented prisoners at the 
mcneil Island Corrections facility in southern Puget Sound 
who had received improper sentences based on sentencing 
guidelines. With the ACLU, they worked on cases involv-
ing the federal freedom of Information Act, the state’s 
public disclosure law, disability rights, discrimination, and 
government violations of the first Amendment. Bendich 
also found time to teach a course on women and the law 
for UW undergraduates.
Sometimes cases failed in court but ultimately succeeded. 
In Martin v. Metropolitan Seattle, for example, a quadriplegic 
sought action requiring the city to buy wheelchair accessible 
buses. As the case made its way to the Washington Supreme 
Court, federal law and the city’s purchase of buses acces-
sible for wheelchairs made the case moot. In MacLean v. First 
Northwest Industries of America, a class action suit brought 
against the Seattle Supersonics for discriminating against men 
in its ladies night ticketing practice, the Court of Appeals ruled 
in macLean’s favor, but after two oral arguments the Supreme 
Court found the state law against discrimination was not 
violated. the issue was subsequently resolved by the state 
legislature, and the ticketing practice was discontinued.
Bendich served on the Washington ACLU board and its 
church/state and other committees and was elected president 
in 1979. She joined the national ACLU board as the repre-
sentative from Washington in 1983, and in 1986 became an at-
large delegate. throughout her 23 years on the board, Ben-
dich has seen many issues resurface time and again. Questions 
about the use of religious articles in public school classrooms 
reappeared in cases involving the use of religious articles in 
government facilities and public parks. Issues around govern-
ment and law enforcement abuse raised during the Vietnam 
War years have arisen again since the start of the current war 
in Iraq. School desegregation continues to be a challenge, 
especially in Washington since the passage of Initiative 200. 
Upcoming on the ACLU agenda are issues involving privacy, 
immigration, discrimination against sexual minorities, the 
disabled, and people with AIDS, and separation of church and 
state. Although the system can be slow and “justice delayed is 
justice denied,” Bendich takes great pride in the progress that 
has been made and the continuous presence of the ACLU in 
protecting the Constitution and the Bill of rights:
“In my lifetime, where we have come from—from being in 
a country where you still hanged people on the basis of their 
color and denied them the opportunity to sit down and eat 
some food or have a hotel room or ride on a bus—to where 
we are today is monumental. you always have to keep that in 
mind. We have a Bill of rights, and the ACLU will continue to 
be the watchdog and guardian of the freedoms we cherish.”
Bendichjudy
n national
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      The atrocities in Rwanda are overwhelming in 
numbers and savagery, more than 800,000     
      people killed by machetes in three months. It was  
planned, the government encouraged it, and the killings  
      were carried out in a businesslike way.”“
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fOr tHOSe WHO BeLIeVe tHAt tHe 
PUrSUIt Of LAW IS A HIGHer CALLInG, 
retIreD WASHInGtOn StAte SUPreme 
COUrt JUStICe rOBert Utter ’54 IS tHe 
PerSOnIfICAtIOn Of tHAt IDeAL. fOr HIS 
entIre ADULt LIfe, Utter HAS WOrKeD 
In SerVICe tO tHe rULe Of LAW At HOme 
AnD ABrOAD. A mAn SO PrInCIPLeD tHAt 
He Left HIS SeAt On tHe StAte’S HIGH-
eSt COUrt rAtHer tHAn Be InVOLVeD In 
DeCISIOnS InVOLVInG tHe DeAtH PenAL-
ty, Utter HAS GOne On tO ADVISe neW 
DemOCrACIeS AnD trAIn JUDGeS frOm 
ArOUnD tHe WOrLD.
“I loved the work of the Court and enjoyed the intellectual 
challenge,” Utter said from his home in Olympia. “How-
ever, I could not in conscience remain part of the machin-
ery of death when there was no way to perfect it, no way 
to assure that everyone would get a fair, reasoned, and 
proportional disposition.”
Utter, a judge for more than 30 years, started out on the 
King County Superior Court, was appointed to the first 
Court of Appeals, and then was elected to the Washington 
Supreme Court five times following his appointment. It 
was during his early years on the Supreme Court that he 
wrote the first four opinions on the validity of the State 
environmental Protection Act. He also is remembered for 
establishing special jury instructions on a woman’s right 
to self defense, a first in the nation. In State v. Wanrow, he 
maintained, the use of a masculine identifier in the jury 
instructions was itself prejudicial.  
With the Supreme Court facing two death penalty cases 
in the spring term of 1995, Utter chose to leave the bench. 
“Our Court refused to deal adequately with the issue of 
proportionality,” he said. 
While on the Court for 24 years, he dissented to every 
death penalty decision. the federal courts reversed all 
but one of the majority opinions. Utter believed that if he 
stayed on the bench, he would be giving tacit acknowledge-
ment that the death penalty process could be perfected, 
“and I don’t think it can.”
After leaving the bench, Utter focused on arbitration 
and mediation and gradually became more involved in 
educational efforts in developing democracies. Just last fall, 
he returned from five weeks at the International Criminal 
tribunal for rwanda (ICtr).
“the atrocities in rwanda are overwhelming in numbers 
and savagery,” he said, “more than 800,000 people killed 
by machetes in three months. It was planned, the govern-
ment encouraged it, and the killings were carried out in a 
businesslike way.”
following the rwanda holocaust, the legal system in 
rwanda was decimated. In response, the United na-
tions set up an ad hoc tribunal in Arusha, tanzania, where 
dozens of jurists from Africa and beyond are trying to bring 
justice to bear.
“How do you bring justice to the perpetrators who num-
bered in the hundreds of thousands?” Utter asked. “the 
United nations defined the role of the tribunal narrowly by 
focusing on those who planned the genocide, leaving the 
remaining perpetrators to be tried in other court systems, 
mainly rwandan.”
Utter went to tanzania as part of the multi-Lifespan In-
formation System research Initiative, a UW project led by 
Information School Professor Batya friedman. He worked 
with former Judge Donald Horowitz and Professors John 
mcKay and ronald Sley of Seattle University, interview-
ing judges, lawyers, and staff of the ICtr. this was done 
to help establish a record to enable those coming later to 
this subject to learn from the successes and failures of the 
tribunal. 
Utter’s work overseas began in 1991 when former Con-
gressman Don Bonker of the foreign relations Committee 
suggested that he teach at the russian Judicial Academy in 
moscow. President mikhail Gorbachev had survived a failed 
coup, and the Soviet Union had not yet disbanded. Along 
with Judge John Coughenour, Utter brought Western con-
cepts of the rule of law into the classroom when he taught 
judicial administration, ethics, and international standards 
of court procedures.
“When I asked the class why they were at the academy, 
one Kazakh judge stood up,” he recalled. “the KGB had 
put pressure on the court to reach a certain result. He 
refused saying, ‘I felt that in a nation of slaves, the revolt of 
one slave is significant.’ I thought that if there were people 
like that in the world, it was worth all my time.”
for many years, Utter has worked with USAID and the 
American Bar Association in its europe and eurasia Pro-
gram, also known as CeeLI, which was founded in 1990 as 
the ABA’s first international, technical legal assistance pro-
gram. His work as an international judicial reform consul-
tant has taken him to many former Soviet republics as well 
as to nations within the former Soviet sphere of influence. 
He advised the moldovan government on constitutional 
and federalist issues to support the negotiation between 
the government and the breakaway province of transnitra. 
He contributed to the drafting of criminal law procedures 
and provided advice on judicial reform in mongolia. He was 
in the netherlands as a USAID advisor for uniform codes of 
criminal law and procedure. 
“the underlying problem in most judiciaries in the south-
ern mediterranean area, the Balkans, and the former Soviet 
states is there has not been an expectation by the public 
that a true rule of law would be available to them,” he said. 
Six hundred years of corrupt Ottoman rule, a brief 
period of freedom after World War I, and then an equally 
corrupt Soviet-dominated era have resulted in a public with 
no trust in its judicial institutions.
“People have not had an experience with public institu-
tions they can trust based on the rule of law. that starts 
with the lowest policeman and goes up through the power 
chain. Lip service is given in countries that ought to be 
much better,” he said. “It’s a problem for businesses that 
look longingly for the rule of law in commercial transac-
tions but can’t find it.”
Utterrobert 
continued on page 39
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         The laws are there. The institutions are there.  
The legal rhetoric is there, but we’re not seeing enough    
         actual protection of rights or opportunities for  
redress when rights are abused.” “
Hanrahankaren 
L-3 COmmUnICAtIOnS
feature
Utter
KAren HAnrAHAn ’00 HAS Been In  
AfGHAnIStAn AnD IrAQ. SHe HAS Seen 
DeStItUtIOn, POVerty, DeAtH, AnD  
VIOLenCe UP CLOSe AnD PerSOnAL.  
ALtHOUGH SHe ALWAyS KneW SHe 
WOULD WOrK In AreAS Of COnfLICt, 
SHe COULDn’t fOreSee tHe SHIft In  
fOCUS frOm COnfLICt reSOLUtIOn  
exPert tO HUmAn rIGHtS LAWyer. 
Hanrahan had studied Arabic in northern Africa, but before re-
ceiving her master’s degree in international conflict resolution, 
she went to the middle east with nonviolence International.
“I was in the West Bank and Gaza working on intra-Palestin-
ian issues,” she recalled during a visit to Seattle. “youth factions, 
religious factions, political factions—all working at odds with 
each other.  I went to help them to work together and identify 
common ground.  I saw violence and injustice, collective pun-
ishment, peaceful protests turn deadly. that experience led me 
to become a human rights lawyer.”
Hanrahan chose the UW School of Law primarily because 
Joan fitzpartick was on the faculty. fitzpatrick, who had an 
international reputation for her human rights work, became 
her mentor and friend. 
“She was an extraordinary scholar and teacher,” Hanrahan 
said. “She taught me not only substantive human rights and 
international criminal law, but how to be a good lawyer and 
how to be a good human rights lawyer in this underdeveloped 
part of the law.”
While working on international finance and development 
projects at White and Case, a new york law firm with an office 
in Washington, DC, Hanrahan represented asylum seekers on a 
pro bono basis and advised the prosecutor for the International 
tribunal for former yugoslavia on war crimes and command 
responsibility doctrine. She did not stay long in private practice. 
Within three years, she was working for the U.n. High Com-
mission for refugees in Hirat, Afghanistan. As a senior protec-
tion officer, she designed and implemented training programs 
to further human rights and the rule of law. 
“there had been no functioning formal legal system for so 
long,” she said. “most people relied on the traditional, local 
tribal system to resolve disputes. Human rights abuses were 
rampant—violence, torture, child brides, abused women. 
there was no predictable, safe, formal legal system of laws to 
protect people. We were really starting from scratch to gather 
the pieces of a civil and legal code.”
national institutions were being born in an environment 
devastated by years of war and political instability. the central 
government, with the help of international and local organiza-
tions, faced a lot of opposition as it sought to rebuild its legal 
system and confront human rights violations.  
Hanrahan went to local villages and began the slow, difficult, 
and often frustrating but rewarding process of addressing hu-
man rights issues. She engaged village men in conversations on 
the basic components of human rights. Lured to meetings with 
the offer of free food, the men had difficult conversations that 
went against their cultural norms—why torture is not a good 
form of punishment, why they shouldn’t sell their daughters for 
money for food, why honor killings were wrong.
 In one village in western Afghanistan, a group of young wom-
en and girls were being held against their will. Although it took 
several weeks of delicate negotiation, Hanrahan and a woman 
translator were given permission to meet the 27 women and 
girls, some as young as 11. In that society, Hanrahan worked to 
get the girls quietly into a safe environment.
“these women and girls had no male protectors,” she em-
phasized. “We protected them by getting them out and finding 
alternative living arrangements, not by publicizing the abuse 
they had suffered.”
In 2003, Hanrahan was in Iraq as the advisor for human rights 
and transitional justice for USAID. She went on to become 
the Senior rule of Law Coordinator for the U.S. embassy in 
Baghdad and advisor to the Iraqi minister of Human rights. She 
spent time uncovering mass graves, evidence that would be 
used in the Iraqi Special tribunal set up to try Saddam Hus-
sein and others who perpetrated crimes against humanity. She 
worked with legal, human rights, and women’s groups to build 
capacity to promote and protect human rights under inter-
national law. She assisted the Iraqi government in rebuilding a 
justice system based on due process and the rule of law.
today, Hanrahan is a vice president at L-3 Communications, 
an organization that assists nations in reforming their security 
sectors, including police and the judicial system, to eliminate 
abuses, establish legislative oversight and responsibility, and 
create accountability structures. Based in Washington, DC, 
Hanrahan takes a more holistic approach to national and global 
security that adds good governance, economic growth, and 
well-being to more narrow, traditional concepts of security.
the task is daunting, particularly in countries with legal 
systems but longstanding norms of corruption that people 
come to expect at all levels of government, from the ministry 
to the police officer on the street. Hanrahan often referred to a 
human rights gap.
“the laws are there. the institutions are there. the legal 
rhetoric is there,” she said, “but we’re not seeing enough 
actual protection of rights or opportunities for redress when 
rights are abused. We need to work on closing the gap, which 
is the widest in violent, unstable, and failed states. We, as an 
international community, don’t have enough effective solutions 
to work in unstable environments to better protect people, 
individuals on the ground.”
even in more stable environments, where the international 
community has the space and access to build rule of law and 
human rights capacity and institutions, lawyers and policymak-
ers are only beginning to understand the best practical methods 
for doing so. However, the critical element required for peace 
and security in both failed and stable states, Hanrahan noted, 
is to infuse all stabilization and state-building activities with a 
human rights overlay.  
Hanrahan uses her legal training every day to help resolve 
complex issues across traditions and cultures as well as to train 
others in human rights work and advocacy. She is well aware of 
the magnitude of the work to be done. Crimes against human-
ity, torture, repression, and desperate poverty make progress 
difficult, but long-term peace and stability depend on laws that 
build on human rights norms. the international community, she 
maintains, must play an important part.
“We need to improve the world’s ability to realize, enforce, 
and protect human rights,” she said. “After years of working 
in unstable environments, I continue to be shocked at what 
people are willing to do to each other and, even more so, 
how easy it is to get away with it. We have a lot of work  
to do.”
sp
rin
g 
20
09
 
16
i international
Hanrahankaren 
.        As a young lawyer fresh out of school, I  
certainly had no intention of starting my career    
 in Japan by challenging Japan’s judiciary.”“
Repetalarry 
OmIyA SCHOOL Of LAW
feature
LArry rePetA ’79 SeLeCteD An UnUSUAL 
tOPIC fOr reSeArCH In 1983–tHe PrOS-
eCUtIOn Of A StOCK BrOKer fOr tAx 
eVASIOn In tOKyO.
“It was a fascinating case with colorful witnesses, includ-
ing secretaries, national politicians, and gang bosses,” he 
recalled. “On my first visit to the courthouse, I sat down in 
the spectators’ section and took out my notepad when a 
security guard told me in no uncertain terms that note-
taking was prohibited.” 
Six years and three courts later, repeta left the Supreme 
Court of Japan after a successful challenge that opened  
up Japanese courts to allow the public to take notes  
during trials. today, every Japanese law student studies  
the case as a landmark in the effort to promote govern-
ment accountability.
for two years, repeta continued to observe the inter-
mittent trial sessions in the stockbroker’s case, and only after 
the judgment came down did he file a lawsuit of his own.
“I was represented by a team of five lawyers, including 
some who are now among the best known experts on 
freedom of speech in Japan,” he said. “We made two fun-
damental arguments: Article 21 of the Japanese Constitu-
tion guarantees a right to receive information as well as a 
right of expression, and Article 81 declares that trials must 
be held in public, which we believed prohibited courts 
from employing rules to stop spectators from taking notes 
without good cause.” 
After losing in district and appellate courts, on a snowy 
afternoon in January 1989, repeta and his lawyers made 
oral presentations before Japan’s Supreme Court, sitting 
en banc with all fifteen members. In its decision issued 
two months later, the Court ruled that note-taking by 
courtroom spectators should be respected, limited only in 
cases where there are specific grounds to believe it might 
interfere with courtroom proceedings. On that same day, 
administrators issued directives to courthouses across 
Japan to revise their procedures, and the public was imme-
diately allowed to take notes in courtrooms. today, twenty 
years later, magazines, books, and blogs reporting on trials 
in Japan are filled with details that would not be there if 
repeta had not brought suit.   
now on the faculty at Omiya School of Law just outside 
of tokyo, repeta is spending this year at the UW research-
ing and teaching as the Garvey Schubert Barer Visiting 
Professor of Law. He first learned about the law school 
while studying in Osaka in the 1970s. from a Japanese 
publication describing the study of Japanese law abroad 
and featuring articles by Professors Henderson and Haley, 
he knew that the UW was the place to go for Asian legal 
studies. In 1979 with law degree in hand, he returned to 
Japan and developed an international commercial practice 
with clients from europe, Asia, and the United States.
“not long after I arrived in tokyo, I met some lawyers in 
the Japan Civil Liberties Union. the timing was fortuitous,” 
he recalled. “they were launching a movement to push for 
Japan’s adoption of a freedom of information law. they had 
studied the U.S. law and asked me to help them under-
stand how it worked. Since then, advocating for freedom 
of information has been a consistent theme throughout  
my career.”
the Japan Civil Liberties Union (JCLU) is a small orga-
nization of a few hundred lawyers, scholars, and citizens 
who seek to defend civil liberties and other fundamental 
rights guaranteed by the Japanese Constitution. mod-
eled after the American Civil Liberties Union, JCLU was 
founded in 1947, the same year the Japanese Constitution 
took effect. 
“As a young lawyer fresh out of school, I certainly had 
no intention of starting my career in Japan by challenging 
Japan’s judiciary,” repeta emphasized, “but my new friends 
at the JCLU explained the importance of transparency 
in government. If democratic government means citizen 
sovereignty, then citizens have the right to know about the 
actions of government at all levels—executive, legislative, 
and judicial.”
“It was the desire to protect popular sovereignty that 
drove JCLU members to demand more openness in gov-
ernment,” he added. “they constantly declared the first 
principle that government should be accountable to the 
people and not the other way around.”
nearly twenty years would pass between repeta’s first 
meeting with the JCLU and adoption of Japan’s freedom 
of Information Act in 1999, ten years after the Supreme 
Court decision in the note-taking case. the law took  
effect in 2001. repeta and his lawyers saw the courtroom  
notes case as a challenge to government authority  
symbolic of the much broader movement for govern-
ment accountability.
“Japan has a very progressive, democratic constitution, 
but the courts have not adopted an assertive role in pro-
tecting individual rights against arbitrary use of government 
power,” repeta noted. “In society at large, individuals tend 
to hesitate in asserting their rights. Whether it is due to 
fear or a sense of duty, most people follow government di-
rection without giving the matter much thought. Counter-
ing this kind of thinking was the prime motivation for the 
JCLU to push for more openness in government.”
the courtroom notes case was heavily covered in Japan’s 
national media, and the story is well-known throughout 
the country. not long after the Supreme Court decision, 
repeta got a special surprise.
“I was back in Seattle when I received a package from an 
elementary school teacher in Osaka,” he recalled. “She had 
taught her third-grade students about the case, and every 
student wrote a little essay about this American lawyer 
who came to Japan and sued the government because 
he wasn’t allowed to take notes in a courtroom. And the 
lawyer won, so now everyone can take notes. I still have 
that stack of essays.”
Photo by matt Hagen.
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      The work is so important for the women and girls  
who are being abused now and probably just as important  
      to protect those who might be abused in the future.”  “
Sawchenkoandrey  
InternAtIOnAL JUStICe mISSIOn
feature
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AnDrey SAWCHenKO ’01 HAS PUt 
HIS LeGAL eDUCAtIOn tO WOrK In A 
COUntry WItH A COnStItUtIOn In ItS 
InfAnCy AnD LeGAL GrOWInG PAInS 
tHAt Are Often frUStrAtInG AnD 
SeemInGLy InSUrmOUntABLe. DIreC-
tOr Of tHe InternAtIOnAL JUStICe 
mISSIOn fIeLD OffICe In CeBU, PHIL-
IPPIneS, SAWCHenKO HeLPS reSCUe 
WOmen AnD GIrLS WHO HAVe Been 
trAffICKeD fOr SexUAL exPLOItAtIOn.  
even though the Philippines has made a priority of the pro-
tection of human rights—a constitutional right in this island 
nation—it struggles to ensure that this right is extended to 
all filipinos.
the Philippine Constitution was enacted in 1987 during the 
administration of President Corazon Aquino following years 
of civil unrest under ferdinand marcos’ authoritarian regime. 
“the constitution was drafted from a background of caution 
about the police power of the state,” Sawchenko said, “to 
protect individuals from corrupt police. So even when police 
are properly attempting to protect vulnerable citizens from 
violent crimes, like human trafficking, they shoulder the entire 
burden of identifying, collecting, and compiling evidence with-
out the assistance of prosecutors, like police have in the U.S. 
Unfortunately, the police in the Philippines do not receive 
enough training for this major task.”
this lack of training, coupled with limited resources, of-
ten results in limited prosecution of cases involving victims 
of human trafficking. While the International Justice mission 
(IJm) engages with government and nonprofit agencies to 
mobilize relief and care for trafficking victims, Sawchenko 
also works to strengthen law enforcement so that more 
cases are prosecuted.
When he applied for law school, Sawchenko didn’t envi-
sion himself working where he is now. He wasn’t even sure 
what, exactly, the practice of law would entail.
“I grew up not knowing any lawyer; not even any family 
friends are lawyers,” he said, “but came to law school with 
a big picture idea of doing justice.”
While a second-year law student, he attended a confer-
ence where Gary Haugen, IJm founder, was the guest 
speaker. At the time, IJm was just getting started. today, 
the human rights agency has more than 300 staff and oper-
ates in Cambodia, the Philippines, thailand, India, Kenya, 
rwanda, Uganda, Zambia, Bolivia, Guatemala, Honduras, 
and Peru.
“It was me and four other people in the room,” Saw-
chenko recalled. “none of us had ever heard of IJm. Gary 
was talking about how he wanted to take case referrals 
and pursue justice for victims of abuse in developing coun-
tries. I thought, Wow! this is really exciting. you don’t hear 
much about lawyers in the U.S. doing casework advocacy 
in human rights abuse cases. After that, I kept IJm in the 
back of my mind.”  
Sawchenko clerked one summer at ellis, Li & mcKinstry, 
a small Seattle firm, and was offered a job after graduation.  
When he asked if he could put off his start date so he could 
backpack across Southeast Asia, the firm not only agreed, but 
asked him if he would consider extending his trip to spend a 
month working at the IJm office in the Philippines in manila. 
Sawchenko could hardly believe his luck and agreed.  
“It turned out that ellis, Li, & mcKinstry was supporting 
IJm by sending lawyers to volunteer at the IJm manila of-
fice,” said Sawchenko.
While in manila, he helped advocate for a boy illegally 
jailed with adults and being held without charge.  IJm’s 
advocacy on the case eventually led to the boy’s release 
and rehabilitation. the experience, Sawchenko said, was 
life-changing.
Sawchenko returned to Seattle and worked for the firm 
for three years. When he learned that IJm had a position 
open for a lawyer at its thailand office, he jumped at the 
chance to apply. He worked in Chiang mai, thailand, for 
two and a half years before returning to the Philippines to 
be the director of the Cebu office in march 2007.
In the past year alone, Sawchenko’s staff have partnered 
with local authorities to bring rescue, aftercare, and legal 
representation to more than 60 trafficking victims. 
“most of our work is mobilizing intervention on behalf of 
victims in situations of abuse,” he said. “We take refer-
rals from different agencies, investigate and document the 
cases, and partner with the appropriate government agen-
cies to rescue victims and prosecute abusers under local 
law. We also work with our government partners to find 
ways that the system could work better for the victims—
how it could more effectively respond when these situa-
tions arise.”
 “I couldn’t have pictured myself doing this before, but I 
really like my job,” he went on. “the work is so important 
for the women and girls who are being abused now and 
just as important to protect those who are vulnerable to 
abuse in the future.”  
i international
Sawchenko (center) signs a memorandum of Agreement with the Philippine 
national Police to formalize a training partnership, with Police Deputy 
Director General Geary Barias (l) and Carmela Andal-Castro (r), IJm field 
Office Director in manila.
Sawchenko
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      For the Constitutional Court to survive and to 
thrive, Indonesia needs to develop a   
    tradition of judicial review, scholarly discourse, and  
legal journals. Interpretation can’t be made just by  
    politicians or the media.”“
Hendrianto
feature
GrOWInG UP On A SmALL ISLAnD In A 
tOWn Of 200 PeOPLe UnDer mILItAry 
DICtAtOrSHIP, HenDrIAntO PH.D. ’08 
reALIZeD eArLy tHAt LAW WAS A WAy tO 
fIGHt fOr HUmAn rIGHtS. 
“I was born in Indonesia, as were my parents and grand-
parents,” he began, “but being of Chinese ancestry, we 
were confined to certain areas and had special IDs. We 
couldn’t use our Chinese name or express our Chinese 
identity, and because my father refused to change our  
Chinese name into a so-called Indonesian name, I have 
only one name. I got a rough idea from reading and  
watching tV lawyers that I could fight for my people. I  
was very idealistic.”
that idealism took Hendrianto to study law at Gadjah 
mada University in yogyakarta and join the student move-
ment against the military government. In 1998 when the 
military regime collapsed, he and other opposition leaders 
served on the elections Commission.
“the reality is more complex,” he said repeatedly.  
“I was quite young at the time, and all this idealism could 
not be translated easily into practice. to put together  
free elections within 12 months, to run a new administra-
tion—there was no easy way to fix all the problems in  
the country.” 
By 1999, a democratic Indonesia had adopted a constitu-
tion, elected a president and parliament, and was in the 
midst of an economic crisis. Hendrianto left the elections 
Commission and went into private legal practice where 
his work involved bankruptcy cases, the insolvency of 
major companies, and frequent trips to the Commercial 
Court. He decided to continue his legal studies at Utrecht 
University in the netherlands in 2001, the same year that 
Indonesia amended its constitution to establish a Constitu-
tional Court. the Constitutional Court became operational 
in 2003.
“In Utrecht, I took comparative constitutional law, 
learned about the U.S. Supreme Court, and became 
motivated to learn more about judicial institutions. In 
Indonesia, the Constitutional Court has limited powers,” 
he explained. “It addresses only laws made by the parlia-
ment. to address administrative actions, petitioners go to 
the Supreme Court.”
the president, parliament, and Supreme Court each 
appoint three justices to the Constitutional Court. they 
serve for a five-year term and can be re-appointed. 
for his doctoral dissertation, Hendrianto reviewed the 
decisions of the first five years of the Constitutional Court. 
He is encouraged by several Court rulings.
One of the Court’s earliest cases involved a member of 
the Communist Party. the party had been banned under 
the military dictatorship, and party members lost their civil 
rights. the Court, in an 8-1 decision, struck down that law 
in 2004, allowing Communist Party members to vote and 
run for elected office. 
Hendrianto believes that the case created an awareness 
of the concept of equality based on citizen rights. regard-
less of political persuasion, individuals in a democratic 
Indonesia now had the right to vote and be part of the 
legislature. During this time, the government also reversed 
its policies on ethnic groups so that today Hendrianto’s 
parents and thousands of other Chinese Indonesians can 
celebrate their Chinese culture and their children can learn 
about their heritage.
In his research for his doctorate, Hendrianto found that 
new courts in new democracies often find direction unan-
ticipated by the framers of the constitution. He recalled 
that, in Indonesia, the parliament wanted the original 
Constitutional Court to confine itself to issues involving the 
executive branch, primarily the powers of impeachment. 
After much debate, the powers of the court expanded to 
include judicial review of acts of parliament. 
“the first chief justice, Dr. Jimly Asshiddiqie, had a vision 
for the court to become an institution that can inform the 
process of government review,” Hendrianto noted. “In the 
Supreme Court, the chief justice can decide a case on his 
own, without agreement or consultation with fellow jus-
tices. In the Constitutional Court, the chief justice estab-
lished a culture of consensus. the structure is quite flat.”
the Court has shown its independence by going against 
the government in determining the constitutionality of 
some laws. A recent example was the time the Court 
struck down an entire statute on the privatization of the 
state electric company. the justices based their decision 
on the grounds that the constitution has a clause mandat-
ing that important sectors of the economy, like electricity, 
should be controlled by the state. 
Hendrianto applauds the independence of the Constitu-
tional Court, but he is concerned about the appointment 
of judges, which can politicize the Court.
“five years is not long enough for a truly independent ju-
diciary,” he said. “Asshiddiqie, although reappointed to the 
Court, was replaced as chief justice by a former minister 
of defense who believes the court should exercise judicial 
restraint regarding acts of parliament.”
Asshiddiqie has since resigned from the Court and now 
teaches law at the University of Indonesia.
“for the Constitutional Court to survive and to thrive,” 
Hendrianto concluded, “Indonesia needs to develop a 
tradition of judicial review, scholarly discourse, and legal 
journals. Interpretation can’t be made just by politicians 
or the media.”
   today, Hendrianto has joined the elite group of only  
32 doctorates awarded since the start of the law school’s  
graduate program in Asian and comparative law 40  
years ago.
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Q:
A:
A:
KUSZLER
CALANDRILLO
DIreCt DemOCrACy: 
WASHInGtOn’S COntrOVerSIAL CItIZen InItIAtIVe 1000 
In november 2008, Washington became the second state in the nation to pass a Death with 
Dignity initiative, I-1000, which became law and took effect on march 5, 2009. A similar initia-
tive in Oregon was enacted in 1997. After numerous, lengthy, and complex judicial and admin-
istrative challenges initiated by the federal government, Oregon’s law was upheld. In its 2007 
annual report on the act, the Oregon Department of Human Services noted that 341 patients 
had died using the provisions of the law. 
UW Law asked faculty in the LL.m. in Health Law Program about the legal and medical  
issues surrounding implementation of the Death with Dignity Act. Pat Kuszler, who has an m.D. 
in addition to her J.D. and directs the Health Law LL.m. program, is a leading scholar at the 
intersection of law, science, and global health. Steve Calandrillo works extensively in the areas 
of end-of-life care, federal health and safety regulation, human organ donation, and vaccination 
law. Sallie thieme Sanford teaches health law to law and public health graduate students and has 
been a longstanding member of the board of the Washington State Society of Healthcare Attor-
neys. Steve milam, former senior counsel and assistant attorney general for UW Health Sciences 
where he served on the ethics committee, provided legal advice to Harborview medical Center 
and UW medical Center for more than 23 years. He currently teaches the end-of-life course at 
the law school. 
       there has been increasing interest over the last  
           several decades in the rights of individuals to  
maintain control over their lives, especially at the end of 
life. With the growing capacity of biomedicine and tech-
nology to provide longer lives, there is the commensurate 
concern that overly aggressive and artificial means of life 
support may extend life span, even though the patient 
would, if able, choose palliative care or no treatment. 
the Death with Dignity Act allows terminally ill patients 
to request and self-administer medication to hasten their 
deaths, provided they are competent adults. the goal 
is to invest the patient with greater control and choices 
over the end of life, further patient rights, and provide 
the opportunity for a more dignified and peaceful death.     
there is concern that patients may choose this option pre-
maturely or under duress. Opponents argue that terminal 
patients, already desperately ill and vulnerable, may seek to 
spare their families emotional stress or the depletion of their 
financial resources. Other objections have been raised by 
disability rights advocates who allege that this could be used 
to discriminate against persons with disabilities and is the 
beginning of a “slippery slope” toward euthanasia.   
        recent studies have indicated that palliative care  
           is dramatically improved precisely because  
physicians and healthcare professionals want to ensure 
  How does the initiative affect end-of-life care,    
           and why is it so controversial?
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A:
A:
A:
SANFORD
KUSZLER
CALANDRILLO
MILAM
that they have exhausted all options before patients seek 
to hasten their deaths.  nearly four out of every five 
Oregon physicians report that they have become more 
comfortable and more knowledgeable about palliative 
care options at the end of life since the passage of their 
Death with Dignity Act in 1997. 
many people reasonably believe that doctors should 
be helping to heal patients, not helping to end their lives. 
this position, while understandable, neglects to consider 
the modern circumstances of death. Often people are 
kept alive by modern technology and medical advances, 
and some unfortunately suffer unbearably despite the 
best palliative care.
 the existence of the Oregon law is one reason for  
          the increased attention to end-of-life care, par-
ticularly hospice treatment and aggressive pain control.  
the Washington act does not change existing state legal 
standards that permit, in the appropriate situation, the 
withdrawal or withholding of life-sustaining medical treat-
ments including ventilators and artificial nutrition. 
 the Washington initiative was modeled on the  
           Oregon Death with Dignity law. Like Oregon, Wash-
ington requires that the terminally ill adult be competent to 
make voluntary oral and written requests, that the compe-
tency and requests be verified by two physicians, and that 
the patient has been advised of all other palliative and hos-
pice care options.  In addition, there are mandatory waiting 
periods as well as requirements for independent witnesses 
during the course of the decision. One difference is that 
Washington includes a definition of “self-administer,” which 
Oregon’s initiative does not. the inclusion of this language in 
the Washington initiative serves to make it explicit that it is 
the patient who must “self-administer” the medication. 
It is readily apparent that there was a concerted effort to 
mirror I-1000 after the Oregon initiative.  Given the litiga-
tion that the Oregon initiative endured, such close adher-
ence to the Oregon initiative’s language is not surprising.
 During my career as a physician, I witnessed end-     
           of-life care in a variety of different settings. Generally, 
patients sought to maintain control and autonomy as long as 
possible. As they neared the end of life, many patients felt 
their control and autonomy slip away, as their lives were 
subsumed by dependence on ventilators, monitors, “last 
ditch” chemotherapy options, and other biomedical tech-
nologies. When I entered law teaching in 1994, the Supreme 
Court was just about to hear Washington v. Glucksberg and 
Vacco v. Quill, two cases that alleged that access to physician-
hastened death was a constitutional right. these cases and 
the debate that surrounded them inspired incredible interest 
on the part of scholars and students across America. As a 
result, we added an end-of-life course to our health law 
curriculum in 1995, and it continues to be a popular offering 
attracting both law students and graduate students from the 
health sciences.
 my mother passed away after a long battle with  
           lung cancer when I was still in law school. I watched 
my grandfather experience the same debilitating struggle 
with a brain tumor when I was in high school.  At that time, 
many of my friends were strongly opposed to any end-of-
life assisted death legislation, but few had actually witnessed 
what patients go through first-hand.  the suffering and loss 
of dignity are simply unbelievable in some cases no matter 
what modern medicine can try to offer in the way of help.  
After that experience, I took an interest in healthcare and in 
health law, working in a health outcomes firm in San francis-
Q:
Q:
  How does Washington’s initiative differ  
           from Oregon’s?
  How did you get interested in law related to   
          end-of-life issues?
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A:
SANFORD
MILAM
A:
co and exploring the topic in depth in law school and in my 
teaching and scholarship. One of my first papers published 
was entitled “Corralling Kevorkian: regulating Physician-
Assisted Suicide in America,” an attempt to balance both 
sides of the debate and provide a responsible regulatory 
framework that could be followed by states.
 for six years while on the legal staff at Harborview  
           medical Center and UW medical Center, I was 
frequently asked to assist in figuring out the right thing to 
do in complex end-of-life situations. I could not help but be 
impressed by the efforts made by healthcare providers and 
families to address the ethical, medical, and relational issues 
that arise at the end of life. the law provides a framework 
for end-of-life decision-making, but it cannot provide all  
the answers. 
 As an assistant state attorney general, I occasionally    
           filed petitions for guardianship for the purpose of 
obtaining court permission to withdraw life-sustaining treat-
ment. I met with physicians, nurses, families, administrators, 
clergy, judges, and guardians on many occasions regarding 
end-of-life issues and provided advice and information re-
lated to patients’ rights. no two situations were the same.  
Based on my experience in end-of-life issues, the state 
legislature asked me to draft amendments that are now part 
of the natural Death Act. In this process I also drafted the 
surrogate decision making law. from these experiences, I 
found the human, legal, and political conflicts that inevitably 
arose from such circumstances to be continually thought-
provoking, challenging, and sobering.
editor’s note: On may 27, Pat Kuszler will participate in  
the UW CLe “Washington’s Controversial Law: Health  
and Legal Issues every Person Should Know” in Seattle. 
Details are on the alumni website: 
http://www.law.washington.edu/alumni/
I n t r o d u c I n g  t h e 
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Wa s h i n gto n  s c h o o l  o f  l aW
LL.M. in Health Law
The Power of CommiTmenT.  The Power of PlaCe. The Power of CollaboraTion.
T h e  H e a l t h  L a w  L L . M .  p ro g r a m  b u i l d s  o n  t h e  s t r e n g t h s  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Wa s h i n g t o n  i n  t h e 
a re a s  o f  m e d i c i n e ,  g l o b a l  h e a l t h ,  p u b l i c  p o l i c y,  a n d  l a w.  T h i s  n e w  p ro g r a m  w i l l  p ro v i d e  s p e c i a l i z e d 
a d v a n c e d  l e g a l  t r a i n i n g  c o n d u c t e d  i n  a  c o l l a b o r a t i v e  a n d  m u l t i - d i s c i p l i n a r y  e n v i ro n m e n t .   
Now accepting applications for fall 2009.  
For more information go to:  www.law.washington.edu/HealthLaw
Law fosters civil society, promotes social justice, and furthers individual, community, and global health.
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the United States started out with 11 of the original 13 
colonies having constitutions in place before the national 
constitution was adopted in 1787-88. When the new federal 
system was put into place in 1789, it was intended that the 
states would continue to serve as the focal point of American 
political society, with a limited number of key responsibilities 
(e.g., currency, postal service, defense, foreign affairs) lodged 
in the national government. At that time, most Americans 
thought the country was too large to centrally govern most 
matters, and the authors of the federalist went to great 
pains to assure the public that a stronger national government 
would leave the states as the key political actors in the 
spheres that affected people’s daily lives.
Since the republic’s founding, state and national 
government roles have never been neatly separated, 
but when the national government’s activities multiplied 
exponentially in the 20th century, many feared that the federal 
expansion would entirely overwhelm the states. for three 
reasons that did not happen: 
1. the federal government came to rely on the states to  
 carry out its plans—new Deal social welfare programs 
 being a prime example—because the country really was 
 too big for a totally national system to work.
2. Since the 1930s, state governments have become 
 steadily more capable of managing sophisticated   
 programs. 
3. the structure of the federal constitution ensured that   
 national political life could not drown the states even if  
 it wanted to—the states have power in the Senate, 
 in the electoral College, and in approving amendments. 
 In recent years, the U.S. Supreme Court has frequently  
 reminded us that national power is limited, as in United  
 States v. Lopez, when in 1995 the Court struck down a  
 federal guns-near-schools law as beyond Congress’  
 direct lawmaking power. 
the 50 state constitutions have been particularly effective in 
maintaining the state role envisaged by the nation’s founders, 
i.e., protecting individual rights and liberties. 
for example, Washington state’s constitution, drafted in 
1889, reflects the populist era of its times. It has always 
contained open government provisions, such as the ban 
on legislation containing unrelated topics, the requirement 
that each bill’s content be clearly described in its title, and 
the mandate that any amended section of law be set forth 
in full. this constitution also made the establishment and 
maintenance of public schools the state’s “paramount duty,” 
required institutions for the disabled, protected workers in 
dangerous industries, and included anti-corporate provisions 
reflecting farmers’ and workers’ suspicions of commercial and 
financial elites. 
Such provisions, joined in 1912 by the initiative and 
referendum, continue to shape the state’s political life, 
affecting what most think the role of government should be 
and how government ought to work. Constitutions are part 
of a circular political process: they reflect the dominant public 
concerns at the time they are written, but they gain a life of 
their own, shaping the attitudes of future participants in the 
political system.
State constitutions differ both in content and application 
from each other and from the U.S. Constitution. State 
declarations of rights are typically more specific and stronger 
than the national Bill of rights, which has been true since 
1789. the Bill of rights is something of a “lowest common 
denominator” document, and the U.S. Supreme Court 
has often been uncomfortable imposing a one-size-fits-
all approach to rights and liberties. In 1983 for example, 
the Court made it clear in Michigan v. Long that if a state 
supreme court states it is deciding a case on “adequate and 
independent state grounds,” the national high court will 
not interfere. that is true except when, on occasion, the 
Supreme Court’s application of the Bill of rights provides 
stronger protections than a state’s constitution.
examples of strong constitutional rights protections abound 
in Washington’s jurisprudence. Our Washington State Supreme 
Court has firmly and frequently held that Article 1, Section 7 
(“no person shall be disturbed in his private affairs, or his home 
invaded, without authority of law”) provides a much stronger 
shield than the fourth Amendment (“the right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated....”). 
While the national court has allowed roadblocks to check 
motorists’ blood alcohol levels, that is banned in Washington. 
the U.S. Supreme Court has permitted warrantless police 
investigations of garbage, but in this state, your trash can is 
part of your castle! Warrantless searches of homes, cars, and 
athletic lockers are all much harder to carry out in Washington 
than under federal law or the law in a number of other states. 
While Washington’s constitution is strongly populist, it is just as 
strongly protective of personal liberties.
An ACADemIC PerSPeCtIVe: WHy We HAVe 51 COnStItUtIOnS 
By HUGH SPItZer
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JUDICIAL CLerKSHIPS fOr 2009-10 
In State v. Coe, former Justice robert Utter in 1984 
emphasized that elected state judges have an inherent duty 
to interpret and apply state constitutions. However, he also 
wrote in law review articles that state courts should continue 
to discuss and interpret federal law (even when ultimately not 
applying it in cases) so that the federal appeals courts could 
benefit from the diverse viewpoints of state justices around 
the country. State supreme courts may, if they choose, apply 
the U.S. Constitution as well as their own state constitutions. 
Applying both is twice as much work, and during the 1980s 
and early 1990s, some state jurists argued that it would 
be simpler to follow the U.S. Supreme Court in a lockstep 
fashion. Justices Charles Johnson and Barbara madsen both 
forcefully responded that such an approach would subject our 
state to the shifting sands of federal jurisprudence.
today, interpreting our state constitution independent of 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s federal jurisprudence has become 
ingrained in the Washington State Supreme Court’s thinking. 
Lawyers and judges have become increasingly adept at 
researching state constitutional questions, including the task of 
navigating 19th century history and documents.
At the law school, our courses in state constitutional 
law prepare students to undertake those navigations, to 
analyze our state constitution, and to make effective state 
constitutional arguments. Lawyers who are well-prepared 
in this regard will help develop our state’s constitutional 
jurisprudence and continue building the role of our constitution 
in shaping Washington’s public life.
__________________________________________________
Hugh Spitzer is an affiliate professor at the law school and a 
public finance lawyer at foster Pepper PLLC. 
Clerks from the class of 2009:
LAUrenCe BLAKeLy: Chief Judge robert G. Coats, Alaska 
Court of Appeals, Anchorage
JAmeS COLLInS: Judge Vern Perez, Superior Court of  
Guam, Hagatna
KArA DUnn: Judge David Armstrong, Washington Court of 
Appeals, Division II, tacoma
DAVID HAnCOCK: Judge John Coughenour, U.S. District 
Court, Western District of Washington, Seattle
LOren HILDeBrAnDt: Presiding Judge morgan Christen, 
Alaska Superior Court, Anchorage
JOHn HODGeS-HOWeLL: Judge J. robert Leach, Washington 
Court of Appeals, Division I, Seattle
DAVID ISemInGer: Judge Christine Quinn-Brintnall, 
Washington Court of Appeals, Division II, tacoma
HyOJIn (VIrGInIA) KIm: Judge Joseph J. riva, new Jersey 
Superior Court, 11th Vicinage, Paterson
rACHeL BreHm KInG: Judge marlin J. Appelwick, 
Washington Court of Appeals, Division I, Seattle
Kerem  LeVItAS: Judge Linda Lau, Washington Court of 
Appeals, Division I, Seattle
GAry mAnCA: Justice mary e. fairhurst, Washington 
Supreme Court, Olympia
COrInnA  mCmACKIn: Judge robert Chambers, U.S. 
District Court, Southern District of West Virginia, Huntington
BrenDAn mCnAmArA: Judge Andrew Kleinfeld, U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the ninth Circuit, fairbanks
COLLeen meLODy: Judge ronald Gould, U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the ninth Circuit, Seattle
JOrDAn mILLer: Justice Susan Owens, Washington Supreme 
Court, Olympia
JeSSICA mUrPHy: Judge michael mosman, U.S. District 
Court, District of Oregon, Portland
rIAnA PfefferKOrn: magistrate Judge Bruce mcGiverin, 
U.S. District Court, District of Puerto rico, San Juan
BrIAn QUIrK: Judge William fremming nielsen, U.S. District 
Court, eastern District of Washington, Spokane
JOSef rAWert: Judge Stephanie Joannides, Alaska Superior 
Court, Anchorage
LInGLIn (JACQUIe) SHI: Chief Justice David Wellington 
Chew, eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, el Paso 
DeVIn SmItH: Justice richard Sanders, Washington Supreme 
Court, Olympia
KArL SmItH: Justice Susan Owens, Washington Supreme 
Court, Olympia
PAUL WeIDemAn: Judge Joel Penoyar, Washington Court of 
Appeals, Division II, tacoma
SIrI WILSOn: Presiding Judge Alberto Lamorena III, Superior 
Court of Guam, Hagatna
Clerks from previous graduating classes:
CHrIStIe fIx ’08: Judge James robart, U.S. District Court, 
Western District of Washington, Seattle
IAn menSHer ’07: Judge marsha Pechman, U.S. District 
Court, Western District of Washington, Seattle
KeLLy SeABUrG ’08: magistrate Judge John Weinberg, U.S. 
District Court, Western District of Washington, Seattle
CAnDICe teWeLL ’08: Judge richard tallman, U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the ninth Circuit, Seattle
KAren ZeHnDer-WOOD ’08: Judge Bruce Heller, King 
County Superior Court, Kent, WA
tIffAny ZInter ’08: Judges in Douglas County Circuit 
Court, roseburg, Or
feature
Judicial clerkships provide students with a close look at how the Constitution is applied. In the summer of 2009, UW law 
school graduates will hold more federal clerkships than in any prior year.
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mOSt CLASSeS OffereD At tHe UW SCHOOL 
Of LAW tOUCH On COnStItUtIOnAL LAW, 
BUt BeyOnD tHe CLASSrOOm, StUDentS 
Are exAmInInG tHe fUnDAmentAL PrIn-
CIPLeS tHAt GOVern nAtIOnS AnD StAteS. 
By BrInGInG In SPeAKerS AnD ADDreSSInG 
ISSUeS frOm VArIOUS VIeWPOIntS,  
tHe GrOUPS PrOVIDe A VIBrAnt fOrUm  
fOr DeBAte.
One of the newest student organizations, the UW chapter 
of the American Constitution Society (ACS) has a progres-
sive bent. this past fall, the group brought to the law school 
erwin Chemerinsky, the liberal-leaning, controversial, 
founding dean of the University of California-Irvine School 
of Law. to a standing-room only crowd, he presented his 
views on the U.S. Supreme Court and took questions from 
students for more than an hour. 
“By raising a liberal or progressive voice, we offer  
students new interpretations and challenge their thinking,”  
said Danan margason, chapter president and second-year 
law student. 
Although the chapter was just founded in 2003, it has 
made its mark. three years ago, Andrea Schmitt ’07 and 
Suzanne LiaBraaten ’07 won the national ACS moot court 
competition (see “UW triumphs at ACS moot Court” in UW 
Law, fall 2006), and two years ago, the chapter was honored 
as national chapter of the year.
Often seen as the ideological polar opposite of the ACS, 
the federalist Society considers itself conservative and lib-
ertarian. However, according to Greg Albert, UW federalist 
Society student chapter president, the values both groups 
hold are similar.
“Both organizations tend to focus on civil liberties,” said 
Albert, a third-year law student. “We just approach civil 
liberties from a different understanding of the limits on 
governmental power.  ACS wants to overturn cases they see 
as an access-to-justice issue. We want to overturn the same 
cases but for different reasons.”
Last winter, the federalist Society brought in an attorney 
from the Institute for Justice who filed a complaint against 
the Washington State Superintendent of Public Instruction 
under the Individuals with Disabilities education Improve-
ment Act (IDeA) of 2004. the act requires that all states al-
lot federal funds for students with disabilities, even those in 
private schools. However, when disabled students in private 
parochial schools asked for federally funded aid, the state 
refused, citing the anti-Catholic Blaine Amendment to deny 
federal aid for students attending any religious schools. the 
students’ parents maintain that this refusal violated the spirit 
of the IDeA and the first Amendment’s mandate of neutral-
ity toward religion. the case has begun its way through the 
“We like to bring speakers to campus to remind 
 students why they decided to go to law school in 
  the first place or to give them a new perspective.”
tHe StUDent PerSPeCtIVe:  
exAmInInG COnStItUtIOnAL ISSUeS frOm ALL SIDeS 
ACS UW student chapter (l to r)  top row: todd Williams, riana Pfefferkorn, 
Liz Little, Danan margason, Charles Gust, and Cale ehrlich. Bottom row: 
Charli Hancock, Catherine Gonzaga, Daniel Velloth, and Connor Shively.
UW federalist Society student chapter president Greg Albert
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federal courts, but the Washington State Attorney General 
has agreed to reassess the state’s policy.
the student chapter of the American Civil Liberties 
Union  (ACLU) also brings real world issues to the law 
school. Working with the Washington state chapter located 
in downtown Seattle (the country’s fifth largest ACLU 
chapter), students bring speakers to campus to discuss is-
sues related to privacy, separation of church and state, and 
homeland security. most recently the group held a forum 
to discuss border checks at the U.S.-Canadian border, 
specifically when they occur in areas out of constitutional 
jurisdictions.
“It’s exciting to be in a state where the ACLU is so ac-
tive,” said second-year law student and ACLU chapter pres-
ident robin Dean. “We like to bring speakers to campus to 
remind students why they decided to go to law school in 
the first place or to give them a new perspective.”
Like most law students, members of the Washington 
Law review (WLr) don’t get to do much recreational 
reading. recently, though, they found the time to kick 
back and read the daily paper. Don’t ask them about cur-
rent events, because they’re not reading today’s newspa-
pers—they’re not even reading issues from this century. 
they’re reading newspaper articles from 1889.
WLr members are working on an ambitious project to 
digitize many of the sources that report on the history 
of the Washington Constitution, including newspaper 
articles on the Constitutional Convention. they read ar-
ticles and index them by topic so attorneys can efficiently 
access the reports. the material should be available to 
the general public by late spring 2009 on the Law review 
website (www.law.washington.edu/wlr).  
UW affiliate law professor Hugh Spitzer, who teaches 
Washington state constitutional law and has written 
extensively about the state constitution, said the re-
sources will be of great use to practicing attorneys: “the 
Washington Supreme Court frequently takes a historical 
approach to interpreting Washington’s constitution. that 
means appellate advocates need to know how to find that 
history. the more readily available the historical records 
are, the better the briefing.”
“the newspapers will be especially useful,” he added. 
“the shorthand notes of Washington’s 1889 Constitution-
al Convention debates were destroyed because Congress 
refused to pay the clerks. the good news is that numer-
ous journalists took good shorthand and daily newspapers 
carried the debates verbatim.”
editor-in-Chief David Hancock, a third-year law stu-
dent, said the group decided to tackle the project after 
members realized how hard it could be to 
research the state’s constitutional history: 
“there are great arguments in these old 
newspaper articles that will help real-life 
people, and we want to make it as easy 
as possible for those people to find the 
information they need.”
Washington Law review also stands to 
gain when people find the information 
they need and bring it before the court.
“We benefit whenever someone argues 
an interesting state constitutional issue 
before the Washington Supreme Court,” 
Hancock said. “that can generate great 
articles and comments for us to publish, 
and now authors will have easy access 
to the sources they need to offer tough 
critiques of the Court. those published 
articles and comments could influence 
Washington law.” 
ACLU student chapter members (l to r):  Jessica Blye, Andrew Gardner, robin Dean, 
michael Pirog, megan Winder, Brendan mcnamara, and Karl Smith.
Washington Law review 2Ls who worked on the state constitution project (l to r) 
front row: nathaniel Strauss, Lisa Benedetti, nancy Garland, and rachel mercer. 
Back row: Amanda rae Stach, Jessica fritz, tyler Arnold, and Bryce Counts.
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CrAIG ALLen, Judson falknor Professor of Law 
and an expert in maritime law, presented “Current 
Issues in International maritime Law” at the UW 
foster School of Business Global management  
training Program.
 
Lecturer KImBerLy AmBrOSe, who chairs the 
Washington State Bar Association Juvenile Law Section, 
spoke on “the Long-term Impact of Juvenile Criminal 
History records” at the Washington State House of 
representatives Judiciary and Human Services Com-
mittees, Joint Work Session in Olympia, WA, and on 
“Legal representation and Participation in Court” at 
the third Annual foster youth and Alumni Leadership 
Summit in Seattle.
 
WILLIAm AnDerSen, Judson falknor Professor of 
Law emeritus, chairs the Committee on Judicial Selec-
tion, King County Bar Association. Last fall, he present-
ed “the role of Law in furthering Social Harmony—
examples from the U.S. regulatory Process” at the 
east Asia Conference on Law and Philosophy held at 
Jilin University in Changchung, China.   
Professor tOm AnDreWS gave multiple presenta-
tions about the law school’s foundation of Legal 
Studies program at the national Legal education at the 
Crossroads Conference hosted by the law school last 
September. He also was a panelist on “ethical Issues in 
tribal Court Practice” at the law school’s Indian Law 
Symposium and on “Joint representation in real estate, 
Probate & trust” at the Washington State Bar Associa-
tion real Property, Probate and trust Section midyear 
meeting in June. 
Associate Professor KAren BOxx, a reporter on 
the Uniform Law Commission Study Committee on 
mental Health Advance Directives, spoke on “from 
Creation through Compliance to termination: Keep-
ing your Clients’ Charitable entities on track” at the 
Washington State Bar Association real Property,  
Probate and trust Section midyear meeting.
Charles I. Stone Professor of Law SteVe CALAn-
DrILLO, Washington Law foundation Scholar, pre-
sented “negotiating and Drafting Contracts” in Seattle 
in June.
 
tOm COBB, Senior Lecturer, spoke on “re-imagining 
Collaborative Learning: new technologies and Pos-
sibilities” with law school colleague theodore myhre  
at the Legal Writing Institute’s biennial national  
conference last July.
Director of the Graduate Program in Intellectual Prop-
erty Law and Policy, Professor rOBert 
GOmULKIeWICZ recently presented “Open Source 
revolution: Contract and Copyright, the Unlikely 
Heroes” at the Oxford University Intellectual Property 
research Centre and “Open Source Software--What’s 
Copyright Got to Do With It?” at Seattle University 
School of Law.
Assistant Professor SyLVIA WAIrImU KAnG’ArA ad-
dressed, “International Humanitarian Law at Cross-
roads” at the American red Cross International 
Humanitarian Law Workshop in Seattle last summer. 
She is also an affiliate assistant professor in the Jack-
son School of International Studies.
BrIefS
UW clinical law program director and law professor Debbie  
maranville (r) with the lead author of Best Practices for Legal  
Education, roy t. Stuckey, and his wife at the Legal education at 
the Crossroads Conference, held at William H. Gates Hall.
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LISA KeLLy, Associate Dean and Jon and Bobbe Bridge 
Professor in Child Advocacy, presented throughout 
Washington state last summer. She spoke on “Per-
manency Planning and the Law” and “finding Our 
roots, nesting in the Branches: Permanency Planning 
for Adolescents “ at the region 6 reasonable efforts 
Conference in Ocean Shores; “the Child’s right to 
Counsel in Dependency Proceedings” at the Access to 
Justice Conference in Vancouver; and “Issues in youth 
Advocacy” at the tri-Cities CItA training in Pasco. 
At the Washington State Bar Association Juvenile Law 
Section’s CLe, she co-presented with former Justice 
Bobbe Bridge ’76 on “A report from the Statewide 
Workgroup on representation for Children.”
 
Charles I. Stone Professor of Law PAtrICIA 
KUSZLer, Director of multidisciplinary Initiatives, was 
in Beijing, China, to address “Genomics and Global 
Health: Promise or Peril?” at the 17th World Congress 
on medical Law. In Washington state, she presented 
“GInA: the Genetic Information nondiscrimination 
Act” before the State of Washington Genetics Advisory 
Group; “management and Leadership: employment 
Law and the Public employer” at the Washington State 
Public Health Association Annual Joint Conference 
on Health; “Law and the employer/employee rela-
tionship” and “Public Health Law” at the northwest 
Center for Public Health Practice Summer Institute; 
and “Law and Controversial Decisions in Health Care” 
at the Summer Seminar in Health Care ethics. 
 
AnnA mAStrOIAnnI, Associate Professor, was a 
visiting scholar at the treuman Katz Center for Pedi-
atric Bioethics, Seattle, WA, last year and is currently 
a consultant for the University of minnesota’s Clinical 
trial research training Partnership with Keio University 
in tokyo, Japan. She is also an associate professor in 
the Institute for Public Health Genetics and an adjunct 
associate professor in the Department of Health Ser-
vices, School of Public Health and Community medi-
cine, and the Department of Bioethics and Humanities 
and the Department of Pediatrics, School of medicine. 
Associate Professor JACQUeLIne mCmUrtrIe, Di-
rector of the Innocence Project northwest, presented 
“Assessing Confession evidence: Police Coercion or 
Valid Admissions of Guilt” at the American Academy of 
Psychiatry and the Law Annual meeting in Seattle  
in October.
Lecturer tHeODOre myHre spoke on “re-imag-
ining Collaborative Learning: new technologies and 
Possibilities” with law school colleague tom Cobb at 
the Legal Writing Institute’s biennial national confer-
ence last July.
Associate Professor JOeL nGUGI chaired the Pacific 
northwest Political Science Association’s annual confer-
ence, ”International relations: Africa and the Diaspora,” 
held in Portland, Or.
Associate Professor SeAn O’COnnOr, Co-director 
of the Graduate Program in Intellectual Property Law 
and Policy, received the Association for the Protection 
of Intellectual Property (AIPPI) Academic Award for his 
paper “enabling research or Unfair Competition? De 
Jure and De facto research Use exceptions in major 
technology Countries.” AIPPI is the leading worldwide 
IP association. He gave presentations on “Philosophy 
vs. economics Based Approach to Legal theory and 
Practice” at Arizona State University, College of Liberal 
Arts and Sciences, in november and “nanotech  
Industry & IP” at the UW Center for ecogenetics and 
31
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environmental Health in June. He was also a panelist 
at the Washington State Patent Lawyers Association 
meeting in September where he discussed “the Su-
preme Court’s Quanta Decision.” O’Connor is also the 
faculty director of the entrepreneurial Law Clinic.
KAte O’neILL, Associate Professor, presented “Per-
suasive Writing techniques” at the Washington State 
Bar Association CLe in June. 
D. Wayne and Anne e. Gittinger Professor of Law 
AnItA rAmASAStry, Co-director of the Shidler 
Center for Law, Commerce & technology, was a visit-
ing scholar on the new Stolen Asset recovery Initiative 
of the United nations and World Bank last fall. the 
initiative seeks to repatriate assets stolen by dictators 
to their original countries. In november, she presented 
“How Does a Company Know It Is Complicit?” at the 
International Conference on Corporate Social respon-
sibility, Business responsibilities for Human rights, in 
Copenhagen. that same month, she participated in the 
Asia Society Asia 21 Leadership forum in tokyo where 
she spoke on governance, transparency, and cor-
ruption. She also presented “non-Judicial Grievance 
mechanisms” for the U.n. Secretary General’s Special 
representative on Business and Human rights.
BetH e. rIVIn, Director of the Global Health and Jus-
tice Project and research Associate Professor, present-
ed “ethical Issues in Pandemic flu Preparedness” at the 
Washington State Altered Standards of Care Commit-
tee and “Women’s Health and the right to Abortion in 
the U.S.: International Human rights Without Borders” 
at the American Public Health Association Annual 
Conference in San Diego, CA. She was also a featured 
speaker at the Asian Bioethics Association Conference 
in yogyakarta, Indonesia, where she spoke on “Bioeth-
ics, Health and Human rights.”
mICHAeL rOBInSOn-DOrn, Assistant Professor 
and Director of the Berman environmental Law Clinic, 
was in montana to present “transboundary Pollution 
Issues: Looking Ahead While Looking Back” at the 8th 
Annual national tribal Conference on environmen-
tal management. He was also a panelist at the 2008 
Waterkeeper Alliance Annual meeting roundtable on 
mechanisms for Addressing transboundary Water 
Issues (China, nepal and India) and Public Participa-
tion in China. He also presented “Legal Implications 
relating to the environment and natural resources 
in a melting Arctic” at Southwestern School of Law 
and moderated “the Way In: the future of Access to 
northwest national Parks” at the University  
of Washington.
WILLIAm rODGerS, Stimson Bullitt Professor of Law, 
gave the keynote address “Compelling a Climate of 
Change” and spoke on “environmental Law: Utterly 
Invincible, Completely fragile—A report from the 
front” at the 26th Annual Public Interest environmen-
tal Law Conference in eugene, Or.
SALLIe tHIeme SAnfOrD, Acting Assistant Profes-
sor, spoke on “Candor after Kadlec: Why It’s neces-
sary” at the Washington State Society of Healthcare 
Attorneys’ Hospital and Health Law Seminar in Van-
couver, B.C. She also addressed “Clinical ethics: the 
Legal Context” at the UW medical School. In Seattle 
presentations before the november election, she 
spoke on “end-of-Life Decision making and I-1000” 
and “Death, Dying and the Law: the Legal Background 
of Washington’s Initiative 1000.” She also presented 
“‘Unavoidably Difficult’: ethical Considerations with 
Diminished Capacity Clients” at the Washington State 
Bar Association Annual fall elder Law Conference in 
September. She is also the secretary/treasurer of the 
Washington State Society of Healthcare Attorneys.
Assistant Professor SCOtt SCHUmACHer, Director 
of the federal tax Clinic, addressed “ethical & risk 
management Considerations: revised rules for tax 
Advice” at the Washington State Bar Association real 
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Property, Probate and trust Section midyear meet-
ing in Vancouver and “Conflicts and ethical Issues in 
Planning with family Business and Investment entities: 
tax Issues” at the American Bar Association Annual 
meeting in new york. He also spoke on “Section 6694 
Preparer Penalties and estate Planning: the Latest on 
the Constantly moving target” at the United States 
Law firm Group trusts and estates fall Practice  
meeting in Seattle. 
W. Hunter Simpson Professor of Law tOSHIKO 
tAKenAKA, Associate Director of the Graduate 
Program in Intellectual Property Law and Policy and 
Director of the Center for Advanced Study and re-
search on Intellectual Property, gave presentations 
throughout the United States and Asia in the spring 
and fall. In Japan, she spoke on “role of General 
Courts and Specialized Courts in Patent Jurispru-
dence: Lessons from U.S. experiences” at the 32nd 
Comparative Law & Politics Symposium and “non-
obviousness Standard after KSr” at the nonobvious-
ness Standard Study Group, Japan Patent Attorney 
Association IP Study Center in tokyo; “Present and 
future of IP enforcement Procedure in the United 
States” at the Kansai IP Study Group Seminar, Osaka 
Institute of technology, and as part of the yokokawa 
memorial Lectureship Series at Waseda Law School, 
tokyo; “essential elements Doctrine Under U.S. 
Patent Law” at the Japan Industrial Property Law 
Society Annual meeting at Kokushikan University, 
tokyo; and “Introduction: 25 USC Sec. 271(e) Safe 
Harbor Provision” at the tokyo medical Dental Uni-
versity. She presented “Law in Japan: A Celebration 
of the Work of John Owen Haley” at Washington 
University in St. Louis, mO; and “U.S. reexamina-
tion Proceeding” at the 9th european Intellectual 
Property Institute network Congress in Strasbourg, 
france, in march. 
Charles I. Stone Professor of Law JAne WInn, Co-
director of the Shidler Center for Law, Commerce & 
technology, was a fulbright Scholar in Zhengzhou, Chi-
na, working on contract law, technological innovation, 
and the growth of supply chains in China. In addition, 
she presented at conferences throughout the world. 
Last summer, she was in Beijing to present “electronic 
Commerce Law and the move from extensive to 
Intensive Development in China” at the Chinese Uni-
versity of Politics and Law and in Australia to present 
“Better Information Security regulation” at the Center 
for media and Communications Law, University of 
melbourne Law School. In the fall, she spoke on “Intel-
lectual Property Issues in Supply Chain Contracts” at 
the meeting of the national Association of Purchasing 
managers of Western Washington; “Legal framework 
of Online Security” at the Université de montréal in 
Québec; and “Wireless remote monitoring in Health 
Care: the role of Standards in Patient Privacy” at the 
2008 International Conference on Health, Law and 
Society Issues in Wireless Communication technology 
in taipei. In addition, she presented “the role of elec-
tronic Commerce in China’s transition to Indigenous 
Innovation” at the UW China Studies Colloquium. 
LOUIS WOLCHer, Charles I. Stone Professor of 
Law, presented “the Problem of the Subjects” at the 
Critical Legal Conference Annual meeting in Glasgow, 
Scotland, last September.
33
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LOmBArDI AnD nGUGI  
AWArDeD tenUre
Associate Professors 
Clark Lombardi and 
Joel ngugi recently 
received tenure in 
recognition of their 
accomplishments in 
the classroom and in 
the global communi-
ty. they both joined 
the faculty in 2004.
An expert on Islamic legal systems and com-
parative constitutional law, Lombardi teaches 
courses in the areas of Islamic law, U.S. con-
stitutional law, comparative law, and develop-
ment law. His research and writing focuses on 
comparative constitutionalism and particularly 
the way that different legal systems deal with 
religious organizations and religious law. Lom-
bardi is also active in the policy community. A 
life member of the Council on foreign rela-
tions, he has been an advisor on constitutional 
and legal reform in the muslim world, including 
Iraq and Afghanistan. He was a Carnegie Scholar 
for 2006-08.
ngugi, a native 
of Kenya, teaches 
international human 
rights, international 
organizations, and 
health and human 
rights. His research 
interests include 
the role of law in 
economic develop-
ment, legal reforms in transition and developing 
economies, and international human rights law 
and theory. He has worked with the U.n. mis-
sion in Kosovo and conducted research for the 
Global Coalition for Africa/World Bank Program 
on Humanitarian Policy and Conflict research.
rAmASAStry AnD tAyLOr  
reCeIVe DIStInGUISHeD  
PrOfeSSOrSHIPS
Professors Anita  
ramasastry and  
Veronica taylor 
LL.m. ’92 were  
acknowledged for 
their outstanding 
research, teaching, 
and expertise with 
named professor-
ships. ramasastry, 
co-director of the Shidler Center for Law, 
Commerce and technology, was named the D. 
Wayne & Anne e. Gittinger Professor of Law in 
recognition of her work related to business and 
commercial law. taylor, director of the Asian 
Law Center, was chosen as the Dan fenno Hen-
derson Professor of Asian Law for her work in 
Asian and comparative law.
   ramasastry joined the faculty in 1996 and 
received the UW Distinguished teaching Award 
in 2002 and the UW Outstanding Public Service 
Award for her work with battered immigrant 
women and children. Her research interests 
include commercial law, banking and payment 
systems law, law and development, and business 
and human rights. She spent the fall of 2008 at the 
World Bank, working as part of the Stolen Asset 
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recovery Initiative, a joint program of the World 
Bank Group and U.n. Office of Drugs and Crime, 
with the goal of improving performance in the 
recovery of stolen assets in cases of grand corrup-
tion involving former dictators. In 2008, she was 
selected as one of 25 fellows in the Asian Society’s 
Asia 21 young Leaders forum. 
ramasastry has been a consultant to the U.S. 
Agency for International Development, europe-
an Bank for reconstruction and Development, 
U.S. Department of Commerce Commercial 
Law Development Program, and the Open So-
ciety Institute. She was an advisor to the Inter-
national Commission of Jurists expert Panel on 
Corporate Complicity and participated in high 
level consultations of the U.n. Secretary General’s 
Special representative on Business and Human 
rights. She chairs the Washington state delegation 
to the national Conference of Commissioners on 
Uniform State Laws and was the reporter for the 
Uniform money Services Act, the first state law to 
regulate new payments systems such as PayPal.
this endowed professorship was made possible 
by a gift from Wayne Gittinger ’57, a partner at 
Lane Powell, and his wife Anne, who have been 
strong supporters of the School of Law. Profes-
sor richard Kummert, who retired last year but 
continues to teach part time, was awarded the first 
Gittinger professorship in 1994. 
Anita ramasastry will be installed as the D. Wayne 
and Anne e. Gittinger Professor of Law on April 30, 
2009. She will speak on “the Quest for Global fi-
nancial Integrity: Stopping the Illicit financial flows 
of terrorists, tax Dodgers, and Kleptocrats.”
taylor, who joined the faculty in 2001, is respon-
sible for the J.D., LL.m., Ph.D., and visiting scholar 
programs in Asian, comparative, and development 
law. She specializes in commercial law and society 
in Asia, regulation, and law reform in transition 
economies and has published extensively on com-
mercial law in Japan and 21st century challenges 
of law and development. As director of the Asian 
Law Center, she oversees teaching, research, and 
policy work on Afghanistan, Central Asia, Indonesia, 
Japan, South Korea, the People’s republic of China, 
taiwan, thailand, and Vietnam. 
taylor has more 
than 20 years of expe-
rience as a scholar and 
consultant participat-
ing in and managing 
projects for the U.S. 
Agency for Interna-
tional Development, 
World Bank, Asian 
Development Bank, 
and AUSAID. She has designed law reform and legal 
training projects focused on Afghanistan, Armenia, 
Australia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, egypt, Indonesia, 
Japan, mongolia, Vietnam, and the United States.
In addition to her teaching and research, taylor is 
the director of the U.S. Department of State Afghan 
Legal educators Project based at the Asian Law 
Center and in Afghanistan (see UW Law, fall 2007 
and fall 2008). She also directs, with UW Profes-
sor Susan Whiting, a federally funded multi-year 
project, “empowering rural Communities: Legal 
Aid and the rule of Law in rural China,” which 
both delivers and studies the effects of legal aid in 
some of China’s poorest provinces.
Professor Dan fenno Henderson, who was on 
the law school faculty for 29 years, established the 
Asian law program. Colleagues and former stu-
dents, assisted by a generous gift from Professor 
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and mrs. Henderson to the law school, created this 
endowed professorship upon Henderson’s retire-
ment in 1991. Dan foote was the first Dan fenno 
Henderson Professor of Asian Law.
the installation of Veronica taylor as the 
Dan fenno Henderson Professor of Asian Law 
is scheduled for may 14, 2009. Her lecture is 
entitled “Lawyers, Guns, and money: the Perils of 
remaking Other People’s Legal Systems.”
Both professorship installations are open to 
the public and will take place in William H. 
Gates Hall at 4 p.m. Details are at  
www.law.washington.edu/alumni.
fACULty SCHOLArSHIP
WILLIAm AnDerSen   William Andersen, An Introduc-
tion to the U.S. Freedom of Information Act (in Chinese), J. 
NaNJiNg U., march-April 2008.
SteVe P. CALAnDrILLO   Steve P. Calandrillo & Dustin  
e. Buehler, Time Well Spent: An Economic Analysis of  
Daylight Saving Time Legislation, 43 Wake Forest L. rev. 
45-91 (2008).
Steve P. Calandrillo & ewa m. Davison, The Dangers of the 
Digital Millennium Copyright Act: Much Ado About Nothing? 
50 Wm & mary L. rev. 349-415 (2008).
tOm COBB   tom Cobb & Sarah Kaltsounis, Real Collab-
orative Context: Opinion Writing and the Appellate Process, 
5 J. ass’N LegaL WritiNg Directors 156-76 (2008).
SteWArt JAy   Stewart Jay, The Creation of the First 
Amendment Right to Free Expression: From the Eighteenth 
Century to the Mid-Twentieth Century, 34 Wm mitcheLL L. 
rev. 773-1020 (2008).
SArAH KALtSOUnIS   tom Cobb & Sarah Kaltsounis, real 
Collaborative Context: Opinion Writing and the Appellate 
Process, 5 J. ass’N LegaL WritiNg Directors 156-76 (2008).
PAtrICIA KUSZLer   Wylie Burke, Patricia Kuszler, He-
lene Starks, Suzanne Holland, & nancy Press, Translational 
Genomics: Seeking a Shared Vision of Benefit, am. J. Bioeth-
ics, march 2008, at 54-56.
AnnA C. mAStrOIAnnI   Anna C. mastroianni, Sustain-
ing Public Trust: Falling Short in the Protection of Human 
Research Participants, hastiNgs ceNter rep., may-June 
2008, at 8-9.
PAUL SteVen mILLer   Paul Steven miller, US System of 
Oversight for Genetic Testing:  A Report from the Secretary’s 
Advisory Committee on Genetics, Health and Society,  
persoNaLizeD meDiciNe (2008) 5 (5), 521-528.
SeAn m. O’COnnOr   Sean m. O’Connor, Historical 
Context of U.S. Bayh-Dole Act: Implications for Indian Gov-
ernment Funded Research Patent Policy, soc’y tech. mgmt. 
NeWsL., July 2008, at 2. 
Sean m. O’Connor, Teaching IP from an Entrepreneurial 
Counseling and Transactional Perspective, 52 st. LoUis U. L.J. 
877-90 (2008).
Sean m. O’Connor, How to Build IPR-Focused Entrepre-
neurial Law and Business Clinics to Assist Regional and 
Economic Development Around the Globe (2008), avail-
able at http://www.iipi.org/iipiforum/Blog/DisplayBlog.
asp?Cat _ID=113&Group _ID=1&PC=61nC)p 61x
x&returnUrL=2%flipiforum%2fblog%2fBlogList.
asp&IDCard=A5sG5uAm21 (International Intellectual 
Property Institute report).
KAte O’neILL   Kate O’neill, But Who Will Teach Legal 
Reasoning and Synthesis, 4 J. ass’N LegaL WritiNg Directors 
21-3 (2007) (published on web as fall 2007 issue; pub-
lished in hard copy in a double volume 4/5 fall 2008).
AnItA rAmASAStry   Anita ramasastry, Confusion and 
Convergence in Consumer Payments: Is Coherence in Error 
Resolution Appropriate? 83 chi. keNt L. rev. 813-53 (2008).
DAnA rAIGrODSKI   Dana raigrodski, Reasonableness and 
Objectivity: a Feminist Discourse of the Fourth Amendment, 
17 tex. J. Women & L. 153 (2008).
mIKe tOWnSenD  mike townsend, Teaching Contradic-
tion: A Case Study, 33 okLa. city U.L. rev. 97-114 (2008)
JAne WInn   Jane Winn, Can Information Security Be Regu-
lated? 2:1 sUNgkyUNkWaN J. sci. & tech. L. 185 (Spring 2008).
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neW fACULty BOOKS
William Andersen  
C. Paul rogers III, Stephen Calkins, mark r. Patterson, 
and William r. Andersen, aNtitrUst LaW: poLicy aND 
practice (4th ed. 2008).
robert Gomulkiewicz  
xuan-thao nguyen, robert W. Gomulkiewicz, and 
Danielle Conway-Jones, iNteLLectUaL property, soFt-
Ware, aND iNFormatioN LiceNsiNg: LaW aND practice 
(2006 & Comm. Supp. 2008).
Anna C. mastroianni 
tom L. Beauchamp, Leroy Walters, Jeffrey P. Kahn, and 
Anna C. mastroianni, coNtemporary issUes iN Bioethics 
(7th ed. 2008).
Peter nicolas  
Peter nicolas, eviDeNce: proBLems, cases & materiaLs 
(2008-2009 Supplement).
Peter nicolas, NeW york aND FeDeraL eviDeNce rULes 
(2008-09 Supplement).
Peter nicolas, texas aND FeDeraL eviDeNce rULes 
(2008-09 Supplement).
Peter nicolas, FLoriDa aND FeDeraL eviDeNce rULes 
(2008-09 Supplement).
Scott Schumacher  
John A. townsend, Larry A. Campagna, Steve Johnson, 
and Scott Schumacher, tax crimes (2008).
William B. Stoebuck 
Grant S. nelson, William B. Stoebuck, and Dale A. 
Whitman, coNtemporary property (3d ed.  2008).
toshiko takenaka 
Janice m. mueller, the tiger aWakeNs: the tUmULtUoUs 
traNsFormatioN oF iNDia’s pateNt system aND the rise oF 
iNDiaN pharmaceUticaL iNNovatioN (toshiko takenaka 
editorial supervisor, 2008).
Louis e. Wolcher  
Louis e. Wolcher, LaW’s task: the tragic circLe oF 
LaW, JUstice, aND hUmaN sUFFeriNg (2008).
faculty 
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BeyOnD tHe BOOKSHeLf
Library Guarantees Constitutional resources
Staff in the Gallagher Law Library unraveled 
a longstanding mystery surrounding William 
Hill’s proposed constitution for the state of 
Washington. Hill’s work is highly significant to 
constitutional scholars. According to historian 
James fitts, “the [Constitutional Convention] 
delegates were greatly influenced by mr. Hill’s 
constitution. they adopted without change, 
fifty-one of its provisions, and forty-six others 
with but minor changes.”
   this seminal document is referred to in vari-
ous ways in several sources, including Arthur S. 
Beardsley, notes oN the soUrces oF the coNsti-
tUtioN oF the state oF WashiNgtoN, 1889-1939 
(1939); Wilfred Airey, history oF the coNstitU-
tioN aND goverNmeNt oF WashiNgtoN territory  
(1945); and James fitts, the WashiNgtoN coNsti-
tUtioNaL coNveNtioN oF 1889 (1951). However, 
none provide a complete and accurate citation to 
Hill’s creation. 
   Diligent detective work last summer discovered 
the correct citation: William Lair Hill, Washington: 
A Constitution Adapted to the Coming State, 
morNiNg oregoNiaN, July 4, 1889, at 9. Because 
it was published in an Oregon newspaper, the 
article had been omitted from the collection of 
contemporary Washington newspaper articles on 
the Washington Constitutional Convention com-
piled by the library staff in 1998.
   more information about the Washington State 
Constitution can be found through a library 
research guide, http://lib.law.washington.edu/ref/
waconst.html. the guide provides a brief history, 
identifies sources for the current and previous 
constitutions, and suggests research strategies to 
locate cases interpreting constitutional provisions. 
turning to the “other” Washington is a particularly 
helpful research guide on the library’s website: 
Popular names of U.S. Constitutional Provisions 
(http://lib.law.washington.edu/ref/consticlauses.
html). this guide includes lists by popular name 
and by article, section, and clause and includes 
links to selected websites like Primary Documents 
in American History: United States Constitution 
from the Library of Congress and the founders’ 
Constitution, a collection of correspondence, 
pamphlets, and public debates, presented by the 
University of Chicago Press.
By Cheryl nyberg, reference Librarian
editor’s note: Gallagher Blogs is a new way to keep 
up with law library news and legal research tips. 
you can follow the blog on the library’s website and 
facebook page, as well as directly on the blogsite: 
http://gallagherlawlibrary.blogspot.com/. you may 
also subscribe to the blog by email or rSS feed.
LIBrArIAn SCHOLArSHIP  
AnD BrIefS
JOnAtHAn frAnKLIn, Associate Law Librar-
ian, traveled to Geneva, Switzerland, last fall 
to represent the Library Copyright Alliance at 
the World Intellectual Property Organization’s 
weeklong session dealing with traditional knowl-
edge issues. He also helped plan and moderate an 
invitation-only conference, Cultural Heritage and 
Living Culture: Defining the U.S. Library Position 
on Access and Protection of traditional Cultural 
expressions, in Washington DC. Both activities 
were funded through a macArthur foundation 
grant. earlier in the year, franklin presented at 
the Special Libraries Association national meeting 
as part of the session on “Cultural Knowledge: 
Aspects of Global Information.” He and mary 
Hotchkiss, Director of Academic Advising and  
Senior Law Lecturer, gave a full-day presentation 
at the evergreen State College on copyright  
and libraries. 
rICHArD JOSt, Assistant Librarian, technical 
Services, presented “you Want me to Do What? 
u w
law
39
Bridging the Gulf and Building Understanding 
Between technical Services and Public Services 
managers” and “encore, enterprise, Primo and 
WorldCat Local: explore the evolving Discovery 
tools for your Catalog” at the American Associa-
tion of Law Libraries annual meeting. (WorldCat 
is a new catalog interface developed for libraries.) 
He also joined other members of the UW Librar-
ies WorldCat Local team for a presentation to 
the library staff at Seattle University on the UW 
experience with WorldCat Local. Jost’s article, 
“educating the next Generation,” was published 
in the September/October 2008 issue of Law 
Librarians in the new millennium (http://west.
thomson.com/signup/newsletters/lawlibrarians/
sept-oct-2008/article4.aspx).
CHeryL nyBerG, reference Librarian, coordi-
nated the “teaching tax and Other tedious top-
ics” program at the July meeting of the American 
Association of Law Libraries. She also launched 
a database containing 21 volumes of the Subject 
Compilations of State Laws bibliography series on 
Hein Online.
mAry WHISner, reference Librarian, published 
Unanswerable Questions, 100 LaW LiB. J. 581-586 
(2008) and Seeking Inspiration, 100 LaW LiB. J. 
773 (2008).  
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Utter has worked with jurists from dozens of countries 
on the development and implementation of ethics codes, 
criminal procedures and criminal law codes, and judicial 
administration. Over a three-year period, he taught Iraqi 
judges, prosecutors, and lawyers. the judges in particular 
face extreme hardship as they attempt to deliver justice in 
an environment of car bombings, assassination attempts, 
and threats against members of their families.
“One day of the course was spent on the subject of 
judicial ethics,” Utter wrote in a letter to friends. “We 
used international, european, and American ethics codes 
as models and then challenged the Iraqis to draft their own 
code. When asked what element they would add to the 
other codes, they replied, ‘Courage,’ noting that without 
courage all other ethical principles were of no value.”
many Iraqi judges have died in the past five years.  
yet, Iraqi judges are committed to justice and dedicated 
to their profession. time and again, Utter said, he has 
seen the same dedication and commitment to justice in 
people from countries wracked by corruption, violence, 
and intimidation.
“there are individuals in every country I’ve gone to that 
I would trust my life with because of their integrity and 
dedication to the rule of law,” he said. “they are what 
keep you going.”
Utter, continued from page14robert 
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1 1Ls attending foundations for Legal Study last fall
2  and 3 Gates Public Service Law speakers: (2) Vincent Warren, director of the 
Center for Constitutional rights,  and (3) the Hon. richard Paez, U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the ninth Circuit  4 2008 transnational Institute participants 
5 2008 Order of the Coif inductees (l to r): Candice tewell, Adam Glant, 
rebecca Blasco, H. ray Liaw, Luke Campbell, Christie fix, Anthony Kappus, 
Jennifer Chiang,  Jerry Chiang, Stephanie Knightlinger, John Goldmark, and 
Jeffrey Bashaw. (not present: Andrew Aley, nowell Bamberger, Lael Harrison, 
and Ann Wilder. 6 ACS UW chapter guest speaker erwin Chemerinsky, dean 
of the University of California-Irvine School of Law 7 Changjae Lee, Chief of 
Prosecution Service Division, the Korean ministry of Justice, and Interim Dean 
Greg Hicks sign an agreement for mutual cooperation.
1
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6
7
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1 Juan melendez, a death row exoneree, speaks to students  2 (l to r) UW law 
professor Jon eddy and a village elder near the Solang Pass in Afghanistan’s 
Hindu Kush with Afghan Legal educators Project participants and Kabul 
University faculty mohammad Salim Salim and Hafizullah Hafiz 3 1Ls attending 
foundations for Legal Study last fall   4 2008 CASrIP High tech Summitt 
participants and faculty  5 3Ls nicholas Hudson and Will Schroeder, winners 
of the 2008 thomas tang International moot Court Competition 6 - 9 2008 
UW School of Law mentor-mentee reception  10 megal Vogel ’08, Vickie 
Parker (UW School of Law faculty support), Interim Dean Greg Hicks, Alumni 
Association President Lonnie rosenwald ’94, roberta Armstrong ’08, and 
Associate Dean Sandra madrid at the “finish line” of the Washington State Bar 
Association exam. 
1
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2008 reUnIOnS
CLASSeS Of 1958, 1963, 1968, 1973, 1978, 1983, 1988, 1993, 1998, 2003, tAx LL.m., AnD GOLDen yeArS ALUmnI 
42
1 Bob Hughes ’58 and norman Quinn ’58  2 Alumni at the Golden years Alumni 
Luncheon 2008 3 tax LL.m. alumni at reunion Day 2008 4 members of the 
Class of 1968 listen to Dean emeritus and Professor ron Hjorth’s presentation 
on reunion Day 2008  5 Class of 1958  6 Class of 1973  7 Class of 1998
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
Does your class year end with 9 or 4?
S AV E T H E DAT E F O R  
reUnIOn DAy
SePtemBer 26, 2009
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alumni
CLASS Of 1949
Wayne D. Purcell wrote that his grandson, noah 
Guzzo Purcell, is now clerking for Justice David Souter 
of the U.S. Supreme Court.
CLASS Of 1952
Victor Haglund retired last October after practicing 
law for 55 years and plans to head to his home in Palm 
Springs, CA, and “put a few more miles on my red 1967 
ford mustang convertible.”
CLASS Of 1960
Although retired, Andrew Ono, who had a long legal 
career in both the public and private sectors, now works 
on the web site for the 442nd regimental Combat team 
and teaches tennis in Hawaii. 
CLASS Of 1967
W. Daniel Phillips, a 27-year veteran judge, has retired 
from the Kitsap County District Court.
Bruce Pym has been named to the board of directors 
for Adaptis, a provider of business process outsourcing 
solutions for health payers.
CLASS Of 1969
Julie Weston’s book, The Good Times Are All Gone Now, 
will be published by the University of Oklahoma Press 
this summer. the book is a memoir of place and endur-
ance with two strands: mining and community history in 
Kellogg, ID, from the 1880s to mining’s end in the 1980s. 
It is, she wrote, “my own coming of age in the town dur-
ing the Cold War when charges of communism and a bit-
ter labor strike in 1960 almost tore the town apart. my 
after school work as a secretary for a lawyer represent-
ing one union eventually led to my going to  
law school.”
CLASS Of 1971
retired Judge David A. Nichols, who was on the bench 
for 20 years, now creates oil paintings in an art studio 
adjacent to his home. His work has been shown in 
Bellingham’s Blue Horse Gallery among others. He also 
volunteers at St. Joseph Hospital Cancer Center.
CLASS Of 1974
Sarah Jane Hughes, University Scholar and fellow in 
Commercial Law at Indiana University School of Law in 
Bloomington, is the co-author of Responding to Na-
tional Security Letters: A Practical Guide for Practitioners, 
published by the American Bar Association. Although the 
book focuses on practical aspects of preparing for and 
responding to national security letters, it also is designed 
to provide a wider range of lawyers and corporate 
board members with information about the challenges in 
dealing with this form of administrative subpoena and in 
advising clients about legislation in the national security 
arena. Alums interested in discussing this book can reach 
Hughes at sjhughes@indiana.edu. 
Professor Rebecca Redwood French, a roger and  
Karen Jones faculty Scholar, has been named director 
of the Baldy Center for Law and Social Policy at the 
University of Buffalo Law School. 
CLASS Of 1978
Osamu Nakamoto LL.m. retired from mori, Hamada 
& matsumoto, where he was a partner, at the end of 
2007. He then opened his own office, nakamoto Law 
Office, in tokyo, Japan.
CLASS Of 1981
John C. W. Bennett LL.m. authored the chapter Mari-
time Security in traNsportatioN secUrity (ed. C. Brag-
don), which was published in July.
CLASS Of 1982
Fredrick Huebner has formed a mediation, arbitration, 
and neutral evaluation services practice, concentrat-
ing on the resolution of securities, trust, investment, 
contract, franchise, employment, fair competition, 
and intellectual property disputes. During his 26-year 
litigation career, Huebner concentrated his practice in 
litigation in state and federal trial and appellate courts, 
in securities and commercial arbitration, and before 
securities regulatory authorities including the SeC. He 
remains of counsel to the Cable Langenbach Kinerk & 
Bauer law firm in Seattle and is admitted in Washington 
and Oregon. He can be reached at fDHLAW@aol.com 
or fdh@fredrickdhuebner.com. 
CLASS Of 1983
Randal Valenciano is the chief judge and administrative 
judge of Hawaii’s fifth Circuit Court (Kauai). Prior to his 
appointment, he had his own law firm. Vanlenciano had 
been a deputy prosecuting attorney for the County of 
Kauai and was a deputy public defender for the State  
of Hawaii.
CLASS Of 1984
Kelsey Kawano was appointed to Hawaii’s District 
Court of the Second Circuit (maui). Prior to joining the 
court, Kawano was a solo practitioner working in the 
areas of family, business, employment, and real estate 
law. Kawano had been serving as a part-time district 
court judge since 2006.  
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CLASS Of 1987
Steve Edmiston’s latest film, “the Day my Parents 
Became Cool,” debuted at the northwest film forum 
in December. His third feature film, “the Spy and the 
Sparrow,” is due out this year.
CLASS Of 1992
Shinichi Fukumoto LL.m. is working at nippon tele-
graph and telephone east Corporation in tokyo, Japan, 
as a senior manager of the legal department. 
CLASS Of 1993
Bill Connors has been named vice president of  
renewable resources of mDU resources Group, Inc.
CLASS Of 1997
Carrie McManis LL.m. has joined eddie Bauer as divi-
sional vice president, tax. She previously worked with 
russell Investments. 
CLASS Of 1999
Stephanie Pho-Poe Kiger is currently the general 
counsel for the State of new mexico Indian Affairs 
Department, the only cabinet level Indian Affairs depart-
ment in the country. She coordinates state policy with 
22 tribes and represents the state on a wide variety of 
legal issues related to Indian law. Prior to working for 
the state, she was an associate at roth, VanAmberg, 
rogers, Ortiz, & yepa in Santa fe where she represented 
tribal clients and tribal organizations. 
Lori K. Rath received the 2008 Community Service 
Award from the Washington State Bar Association  
last September.
CLASS Of 2001
Ramona Hunter was promoted to member at Cozen 
O’Connor, ranked among the 100 largest law firms in 
the United States serving business, insurance, and pri-
vate clients. She has been with Cozen O’Connor since 
graduation.  
CLASS Of 2002
Matthew Hedberg has relocated to Oregon and is 
now working at Ater Wynne in Portland. His practice 
areas are general commercial litigation, employment 
litigation, and products liability.  
CLASS Of 2004
William Denton wrote that he is a political officer for 
the U.S. Department of State at the American embassy 
in Panama.  
Dawn A. Noel Chen recently married Sam Chen and 
is serving as counsel to the Washington State Senate 
Judiciary Committee in Olympia.
Christopher Sweeney has returned to Seattle after 
four years in the San Diego office of intellectual prop-
erty firm Knobbe martens Olson & Bear. During that 
time, Chris has focused on biotech, pharmaceutical, 
and medical device patent applications. Just recently, he 
moved to the newly opened downtown Seattle office 
of the firm which now has 5 attorneys. Chris will head 
up the biotechnology patent prosecution practice of 
the Seattle office of Knobbe martens. He is absolutely 
thrilled to come back home to Seattle.
Abigail G. Daquiz has joined the Office of the Solicitor, 
U.S. Department of Labor (DOL), under the direction 
of Bruce L. Brown ’89, associate regional solicitor, in 
Seattle. the office enforces federal labor laws and  
provides trial litigation and general legal services to  
the DOL.
CLASS Of 2005
Selina Davis joined the Lewiston office of Idaho Legal 
Aid Services as a staff attorney in early 2007. She special-
izes in housing, consumer, employment, disability, and 
public benefits issues. She is looking forward to finalizing 
the adoption of her five-year-old foster daughter.
CLASS Of 2007
Jamila Johnson, an associate in the Seattle office of 
Schwabe, Williamson & Wyatt, was named associate 
editor of De Novo, the official publication of the Wash-
ington State Bar Association young Lawyers Division. 
Johnson focuses her practice in the area of product 
liability. She also contributes to the condemnation, land 
use, and intellectual property groups at Schwabe.  
Angela J. Anderson is a tax consultant/associate in the 
tax Controversy Services unit of Deloitte tax, LLP in 
Houston, tx.
CLASS Of 2006
Laura Jordan has joined the Portland office of fisher 
& Phillips LLP, one of the oldest and largest firms in the 
country representing management in the areas of labor, 
employment, civil rights, employee benefits, and im-
migration law.
CLASS Of 2008
Brian Guthrie has been hired as an associate at the 
Spokane firm of Lukins and Annis, P.S.
Andy Hastings LL.m. has returned to randall & 
Danskin, where he served as an associate attorney 
for two years.
Mohammad Haroon Mutasem LL.m. was named 
vice-dean of the Kabul University law school. 
Alexander M. Wu has joined the Seattle law firm of 
Hillis Clark martin & Peterson as an associate. His prac-
tice will emphasize litigation services.
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neW BOOKS By ALUmnI
alumni
Cities within counties, special 
purpose districts that cross 
county lines, county govern-
ment that provides services to 
some but not all in a particular 
county—these are the complex-
ities of Washington state’s system of local governments. 
In his book, The Closest Governments to the People, Steve 
Lundin ’73 brings his expertise and experience as senior 
counsel to the Washington House of representatives to 
clarify the roles and responsibilities of the varied jurisdic-
tions in Washington state. It wasn’t easy.
County governments, which are the oldest and largest 
group of local governments in the state, have seen their 
areas of responsibility diminished as state government 
expanded the number and types of special purpose 
districts. Some special purpose districts, like port districts, 
public hospital districts, and regional transportation 
jurisdictions, cut across county boundaries. Cities have 
their own services and procedures, and these often 
differ from county procedures. the patchwork quilt of 
services and programs, some requiring levies or bonds, 
can leave residents confused and unsure of where to turn. 
In Seattle, for example, voters are faced with choosing 
members of the Port Commission, mayor, County execu-
tive, County Councilmembers elected by district and City 
Councilmembers elected at large, and members of the 
School Board. they vote on levies and bond initiatives for 
the city, school district, county, Port of Seattle, and Sound 
transit. education-related initiatives may be housed in the 
school district, county, or city. for transportation, King 
County has metro and the county road department; Se-
attle has its transportation department, and Sound transit 
runs programs in King, Snohomish, and Pierce Counties.
the system is ripe for reform, Lundin argues. Consoli-
dating special purpose districts, standardizing procedures 
for each type of government, eliminating second class 
cities, and establishing new regional governments are just 
some of the proposals he recommends. 
The Closest Governments to the People, a comprehensive 
examination of the history, establishment, and responsi-
bilities of the various jurisdictions within Washington, is 
an essential resource for city managers, lawyers, public 
policy analysts, and elected officials. the book is available 
only through the publisher, Washington State University 
extension, at www.pubs.wsu.edu (book # mISC0567) or 
by phone at 1-800-723-1763. 
“the result of Bush v. Gore 
was brazen,” Lucas A. (Scot) 
Powe, Jr. ’68 writes in his latest 
book. “Would anyone believe 
that, had all the relevant facts 
been reversed, so that the 
case was Gore v. Bush, the republican majority on the 
Court would have used its rationale to halt the manual 
recount that might give George W. Bush enough votes 
to overtake Al Gore’s lead? Of course not.”
In The Supreme Court and the American Elite, Powe 
presents a provocative look at the history of the Court 
and the context of Court decisions to their time in 
American history. the Supreme Court, he concludes, 
is rarely at odds with the dominant political party 
and typically works in partnership with the executive 
branch. An exception was during the roosevelt years 
when the Court invalidated ten new Deal statutes. 
more common was the Warren Court, which was a 
functioning partner with the Kennedy-Johnson adminis-
tration, and the recent example of the rehnquist Court 
in Bush v. Gore.  
What’s ahead for the Supreme Court?  
“the dominant constitutional issues will be the fallout 
from the war on terror—government surveillance pro-
grams and the fate of the detainees at Guantanamo and 
elsewhere—and capital punishment, which takes up a 
considerable amount of time on the docket,” he said.
However, he continued, “the importance of the 
Court in American society is vastly overrated. Just 
look at the critical issues of our time: what to do in 
Afghanistan and Iraq, the financial crisis, how to fix 
health care, what to do about the alternative mini-
mum tax. these issues will not be settled by adjudi-
cation but by political means.”  
 What the Court will continue to do, Powe main-
tains, is to “function as it has for most of its exis-
tence—to harmonize the Constitution with the 
demands of majoritarian politics.”
After clerking for Supreme Court Justice William 
O. Douglas in 1970-71, Powe joined the faculty of 
the University of texas School of Law. now the 
Anne Green regents Chair in Law and Professor 
of Government, Powe is a scholar, historian, and 
legal educator who has written extensively on the 
Constitution and Bill of rights. 
Just published in march, The Supreme Court and  
the American Elite, Powe’s fifth book, is available  
in bookstores.
tHe CLOSeSt 
GOVernmentS 
tO tHe PeOPLe
SteVe LUnDIn
tHe SUPreme 
COUrt AnD tHe 
AmerICAn eLIte
LUCAS A. POWe, Jr.
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Arval morris joined the law school in 1955 and was 
a member of the faculty from that time until his 
retirement 45 years later. By the time I joined the 
faculty in 1964, Arval had already become a legend. 
early in his career, he joined with Seattle lawyer Ken 
macDonald to challenge the loyalty oath required of 
all faculty members and later all state employees. In 
Baggett v. Bullit, the U.S. Supreme Court held that 
the requirement to take such an oath was uncon-
stitutional. this achievement, combined with his 
wizardry in the classroom, caused students to call 
him “Arval the marvel.” 
It seems strange now to realize that in the 1950s 
Arval was one of the “young turks” on the fac-
ulty— group dedicated to bringing the UW School 
of Law to national prominence. Arval, together with 
Cornelius Peck and ralph Johnson, developed a plan 
for the study of east Asian law and for the teaching 
of courses involving transnational investment among 
the United States, Japan, and China. they were able 
to obtain ford foundation funding in the amount 
of $500,000 in the late 1950s to establish the Asian 
Law Program at the UW. that program led to the 
recognition of the UW as one of the leading Asian 
law centers in the United States. 
for most of his years on the faculty, Arval was a dy-
namic and highly respected teacher of constitutional 
law. Over the years, I have met a great number 
of alumni who spoke of their gratitude for Arval’s 
service. One told me that, at the end of the first year 
of law school, he decided he did not want to become 
a lawyer. not knowing what else to do, he went into 
his second year of law school. then he took Arval’s 
course on constitutional law. He said it was one of 
the most invigorating intellectual experiences he ever 
had and caused him to develop a love for the law and 
the legal profession. 
Arval was a voracious reader and a prolific writer. 
He, of course, wrote many articles in legal journals, 
but he also wrote many articles appearing in the 
popular press. He addressed issues that were  
controversial, ranging from loyalty oaths, to  
freedom of speech, to affirmative action, to  
so-called voluntary euthanasia. 
ArVAL mOrrIS 
A tribute by Dean emeritus and 
Garvey Schubert Barer Professor of 
Law roland L. Hjorth
Arval also loved to work with students who showed 
exceptional promise. He often co-authored articles 
with students, some of whom became Supreme Court 
clerks and members of faculties in other law schools. 
In later years, Arval’s physical health faltered, and 
this change in Arval broke the hearts of many of  
us who knew the earlier assertive and, at times,  
combative Arval. 
now I look at a lifetime of Arval’s accomplishments, 
and I am grateful he was with us for 45 years. In  
my last written communication to Arval I wrote  
the following: 
“When I review your total career, I see a list of  
demanding courses effectively taught to large  
numbers of students. I see a bibliography of which  
you should be justly proud. I also see a lifetime  
devoted to the highest principles of the academy.  
you have been a loyal supporter of the law school,  
the University and of human rights. you have been  
a great asset to this institution.” 
OBItUArIeS
CLASS Of 1938 
David Oliver Hamlin, June 25, 2008
CLASS Of 1939 
nancy A. Bannister, feb. 28, 2008 
B. franklin Heuston, June 30, 2008 
Carl A. Jonson, Apr. 14, 2008
CLASS Of 1942 
Arthur S. Quigley, Aug. 15, 2008
CLASS Of 1943 
Canterbury t. Hatten, Aug. 17, 2008
CLASS Of 1945 
Walter truce, nov. 15, 2008
CLASS Of 1948 
John S. Obenour, Oct. 7, 2008
CLASS Of 1949 
malcolm J. Bell, Aug. 6, 2008 
George r. Kneeland, Oct. 5, 2008 
John Bristol Speer, June 28, 2008
CLASS Of 1950 
Phillip t. Bork, nov. 9, 2008
CLASS Of 1952 
robert L. Lechner, Apr. 3, 2008
CLASS Of 1957 
Luzerne e. Hufford, Jr., Aug. 9, 2008
CLASS Of 1958 
John A. Hamill, June 4, 2008
CLASS Of 1959 
Jerry King, nov. 26, 2008
CLASS Of 1963 
David J. freeman, Dec. 28, 2007
CLASS Of 1966 
Joseph e. Clifford III, July 10, 2008 
tommy Hawk, may 13, 2008
CLASS Of 1967 
Keith S.C. Allen, mar. 30, 2008
CLASS Of 1968 
Gerald m. Lorentson, July 12, 2008 
John B. merritt, Aug. 17, 2008
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alumni
CLASS Of 1993 
Vidal A. Oaxaca, nov. 13, 2008
frIenDS 
Jane m. fristoe, Dec. 11, 2007  
   (spouse of e. robert fristoe ’49) 
Cornelia Brindle, mar. 25, 2008  
   (spouse of Alec Brindle ’63) 
frank mcChesney, Apr. 8, 2008  
   (spouse of evelyn Claire mcChesney ’75)
tional trade, and bankruptcy. In addition to their 
legal practices, they have taught at Japanese law 
schools and were visiting professors at Ameri-
can law schools. Hiroshi Kawakami brought 
expertise in international and maritime law to 
Logan, takashima & nemoto Law Office in 
tokyo.  Lee headed up the Siemens Asia medi-
cal group from Singapore (see UW Law, fall 
2008). James Anderson had a lengthy career at 
Stein roe & farnham in Chicago, and Griffith 
Way practiced law in tokyo with Blakemore & 
mitsuki for more than 40 years. Way recently 
received the Order of the rising Sun, God rays 
with rosette from emperor Akihito (see UW 
Law, fall 2007).
When the group gathered at William H. Gates 
Hall in August, they were surprised by how 
different the law school was compared to their 
experience in Condon Hall. they were im-
pressed with the building, especially the library 
where they would stop their escorted tour to 
open books and browse the collections. equally 
impressive was the diversity of the student 
body, no longer dominated by white males.
the reunion lasted two days, during which 
time they once again fished together (fujita 
caught two small salmon) and dined with Carol 
Henderson in the same house that celebrated 
fujita’s marriage and was the scene of so  
many gatherings. 
“Dan Henderson brought us together in 
1967,” said Lee. “We were creating and learn-
ing and just having the time of our lives. It was 
special being first.”
OBItUArIeS
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“When you get older, you get a 
bit nostalgic,” said eugene Lee 
’66, LL.m. ’68. “It was time for  
a reunion.”
the first graduates of the first 
advanced degree program at the 
law school gathered at William H. 
Gates Hall last August, forty years 
after graduation. two Americans 
who received their LL.m. (master 
of Laws), Griffith Way and eugene 
Lee, were joined by two students 
from Japan, toshio miyatake and 
yasuhiro fujita, who received 
their m.C.L. (master of Compara-
tive Law). Unable to attend were 
James Johnson of Chicago and 
Hiroshi Kawakami of tokyo. Joining the group was 
tasuku matsuo, who received his m.C.L. in 1969.
Attracted to the UW law school by the interna-
tional reputation of Professor Dan Henderson, this 
small group served as research assistants, gathering 
materials, translating cases, and creating teaching 
materials to establish the advanced degree pro-
gram in Asian law. Griffith Way, the senior member 
of the group, had already been practicing law in the 
United States and Japan for almost twenty years.  
the other two Americans, eugene Lee and James 
Anderson, were barely 
out of law school. Both 
toshio miyatake and 
yasuhiro fujita had 
been practicing attor-
neys in Japan.
Sent by their law firms 
to study under Professor Dan Henderson’s tutelage, 
the young Japanese sought to expand their practices 
into the areas of international law, particularly inter-
national trade and investment. they quickly bonded 
with their American colleagues.
fujita took them hunting for matsutake mush-
rooms in the Shelton area of the Kitsap Peninsula, 
an eye-opening experience for the Americans and 
the urbanite matsuo. they shared the celebration 
of fujita’s marriage at Henderson’s home. they 
studied together (“miyatake was the workaholic of 
the group,” Lee said), and they partied together. 
each went on to stellar careers.
miyatake, who specializes in tax, corporate law, 
and intellectual property, and fujita, an expert in 
international litigation and international arbitration, 
became partners in the tokyo law firm of Adachi, 
Henderson, miyatake & fujita. matsuo opened 
his own law firm in tokyo, now matsuo & Kosugi, 
where he specializes in corporate litigation, interna-
48
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We were creating and learning and just having the 
time of our lives. It was special being first.”
anniversary of the first LL.m. 
graduating class
continued on page 47
(l to r): toshio miyatake, Griffith Way, tasuku matsuo, eugene Lee, and yasuhiro fujita in 2008.
(l to r): Griffith Way, toshio miyatake, Dan Henderson, yasuhiro 
fujita, and eugene Lee in 1968.
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Life income gifts – charitable remainder trusts and gift annuities – can help you achieve your 
charitable and financial goals. They allow you to support the UW School of Law while providing 
you with income in return for your gift and an immediate tax deduction. What your gift supports 
at the School of Law is up to you. Whether you choose to support students through an endowed 
scholarship or fellowship, faculty through a professorship or chair, or a specific department or 
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Honoring these distinguished law school alumni:
Justice tom Chambers ’69
Judge richard Jones ’75
King County Prosecutor Dan Satterberg ’85
Cristóbal Joshua Alex ’01
and 
Dean emeritus and Garvey Schubert Barer Professor of  
Law roland Hjorth with a Lifetime Service Award
rSVP online:  
http://www.law.washington.edu/Alumni
now’s the time to rSVP for the Alumni recognition Banquet
